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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, July 24, 1984

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Reverend Jamas David
Ford, D.D., offered the following
prayer:

Help us, O Lord, to see in our daily
tasks that opportunity to do Your
work in our world. Enable us to focus
on what is important and not only
transitory, on what is essential and
contributes to our common good. As
we acknowledge our creation by Your
hand encourage us to help build a
better world, where justice and respect
and dignity will be the marks of our
humanity. This we pray. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ex-
amined the Journal of the last day's
proceedings and announces to the
House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the
Journal stands approved.

GERALDINE FERRARO: A
POLITICAL PIONEER

(Mr. DOWNEY of New York asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. DOWNEY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, we have allowed, in this age
of information, statistics to masquer-
ade as measurements for every aspect
of American life from military power
to economic security.

But, Mr. Speaker, it is the things we
cannot measure statistically that make
us a great people; the lessons of free-
dom and justice embodied in our Con-
stitution, the hope and love of parents
for their children, and the vitality and
innovation of our artist and scientists.
This is the foundation of our Repub-
lic.

Our national spirit knows no index
and brooks no poll.

Our spirit and sense of opportunity
soared when Walter Mondale chose
GERALDINE FERRARO to be his running
mate. It has been a long and difficult
struggle for the women of our land.
Our greatness rests with our ability to
confront inequality and set it straight.

We can say with confidence that this
daughter of Italian immigrants, self-
made in the finest of American tradi-
tions, is truly a political pioneer.

Past generations understood the spe-
cial meaning of the names Abraham,
Martin, and John. Future generations
will know the importance of GERAL-
DINE, BARBARA, PaTrIciA, and LINDY.
Their time is now.

As an American, as a Member of this
great institution, as a New Yorker and
as a proud Italian American, I bear
witness to this historic moment—the
true beginning of a new political era.

Bellisima, GERRY, bellisima!

REPRESENTATIVE FERRARO
WILL CONTINUE TO PURSUE
ISSUES OF SPECIAL CONCERN
IN THE HOUSE IN COMING
WEEKS

(Ms. FERRARO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FERRARO. Mr. Speaker, when
I last stood on the floor of this House
on June 29, little did I know that I
would return less than a month later
as our party’s nominee for Vice Presi-
dent of the United States.

Because I respect the rules and the
Members of this House, I have a prob-
lem. My problem is: How do I explain
in 1 minute what my 6 years in this
House, the people’s House, has meant
to me?

If there is one negative in this im-
mense and exciting challenge that lies
before our Democratic ticket, it is that
I will have to give up my congressional
seat in order to run.

When I arrived in Washington in
January 1979, I had so very much to
learn and so many wise and experi-
enced men and women to teach me.
Last January, when we mourned the
death of our friend and colleague, Ben
Rosenthal, I spoke of how much he
had helped me find my bearings in
this august and historic body. There
are many, many others like him on
both sides of the aisle, and I thank
you.

How well I still recall my first major
floor appearance. It was a heartfelt
speech on behalf of peace in Cyprus.
In the midst of my impassioned rheto-
ric, the wrong word slipped out and I
could not go on because I burst out
laughing. John Brademas, who was
managing the bill, almost slipped
under the table because he did not
want to look at me. And all of my col-
leagues were enjoying the laugh as
well. This House, I quickly learned, is
a place where we take the issues con-
fronting this Nation very, very serious-
ly but take ourselves a little less seri-
ously.

This is not a farewell address. I plan
to spend as much time as possible here
in the coming weeks pursuing those
issues of special concern to me and the
people of the Ninth Congressional Dis-
trict in Queens which I still represent.

But I did want you, Mr. Speaker, and
my colleagues to know how deeply I
respect and cherish this institution
and the distinguished men and women
I have come to know over the past 6
tough, demanding, inspiring, and pro-
ductive years.

Thank you all from the bottom of
my heart.

GERALDINE FERRARO: A
RECORD TO BE PROUD OF

(Mrs. SCHROEDER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, I
want to remind our colleagues of the
many bills of interest to women and
children GERALDINE FERRARO has been
pushing here in the House: a private
pension reform initiative, child sup-
port enforcement, pay equity, insur-
ance discrimination reform, the 1984
Civil Rights Act, and numerous others.

FERRARO has been a leading member
of the congressional caucus for
Women's Issues. In 1982, she chaired
special House Democratic caucus task
force on women's issues.

It is a record to be proud of. Certain-
ly GERALDINE FERRARO has done more
from her single seat in the House to
advance the rights of women and chil-
dren than the entire Reagan adminis-
tration put together. No wonder Vice
President BusH is afraid to debate her.
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HISTORY IN THE MAKING

(Ms. OAKAR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her
remarks.)

Ms. OAKAR. Mr. Speaker, history
was made by Walter Mondale last
week when he became the first Presi-
dential candidate to choose a woman
as his Vice Presidential running mate.
He chose a woman of great quality; a
leader in our own House of Represent-
atives, our colleague, our friend, Ger-
ALDINE FERRARO.

I am convinced that GERALDINE will
help lead our country with a con-
science and sense of caring. She will
have as her ultimate purpose to bring
peace to this global community, fair-
ness to all of our Americans, and tran-
quility to all.

I especially want to thank GERAL-
DINE for the great work she did on the
issue that relates to economic justice
for women, pay equity. It was GERAL-
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pINE and PAT ScHROEDER, along with
the help of myself that brought the
issue forward, and this means much to
the issue of economic justice, particu-
larly younger women, and of course,
older women who experience great
hardship. So we are blessed to have
known GERALDINE; we wish her well.
All of us are pledged to work for her
leadership in this country and her
election and Walter Mondale's election
in November.

THE SPOTLIGHT IS ON ALL OF
Us

(Ms. MIEKULSKI asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

14s. MIKULSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise
wi'h my colleagues in the House to
join in the acclaim of the nomination
of GERALDINE FERrRARO for the Vice
Presidency c¢f the United States. I
would also like to say that when
Walter Mondale turned the spotlight
on GERALDINE F'ERRARO, he turned the
spotlight on all of us, all of my con-
gressional sisters. We appreciate that.
For Congresswoman }ERRARO is not an
overnight success. She has worked for
48 years to be the woman that stands
before us and before the country
today. It was the hard work of her
mother and her family and those who
helped her.

As we pay respect to Congresswom-
an FERRARO today, I would like in her
behalf to pay the respects to those
people who made the nomination pos-
sible. First of all, for those wonderful
women who worked to give us the
vote; those wonderful women who will
now work to include us in the Consti-
tution as we include ourselves in the
White House.

I would like to thank the mothers of
the Congresswomen who encouraged
us to pursue excellence, and all of
those other women who were role
models. I know for people like GERAL-
DINE and MArY RosE and Linpy and
BarBara KENNELLY, the nuns played a
very important role in showing us how
women could combine femininity and
the pursuit of intellectual excellence.

Last but not at all least, I would like
to thank the fathers, We know that
GerrY's father died before she could
reach maturity. My own father sup-
ported me in a way that was unusual
for a man of his time. He, like my
mother, believed girls should have an
education and a real chance to pursue
the American dream.

It was our parents, the nuns, the
Girl Scout leaders, a lot of us that
went into shaping a GERALDINE FER-
RARO in all of us, and we appreciate
the fact that Walter Mondale prob-
ably finally brought all of us to the
world’s attention.

God's speed, GERRY, you are going to
need it.
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A LONG TIME IN THE MAKING

(Mrs. BOGGS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her
remarks.)

Mrs. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, history
indeed has been made with the nomi-
nation of GERALDINE FERRARO as the
Democratic Vice Presidential candi-
date. It was a long time in the making.
Two hundred and eight years ago, Abi-
gail Adams cautioned her husband
John that when they were writing the
Declaration of Independence that
they had best remember the ladies,
else they would foment a rebellion and
grant their own rights to themselves.

Well, Mr. Speaker, the rebellion has
arrived, and we indeed have a woman
who can head this ticket as the Vice
Presidential nominee with grace and
integrity and charm, but indeed with a
great deal more with her energy and
her fine intelligence, and the fact that
she is such a good human being. A
loving mother, a devoted wife, and a
very caring daughter. The very kind of
person that a young Member of Con-
gress said to her one day that, “If
there are going to be power politics
played and great decisions made about
the future of our lives, I want to be
sure that GERALDINE FERRARO is in
that room.”

Thank God, Mr. Speaker, she will be
in the room. I believe that Abigail
Adams would salute the choice!

A STEP FORWARD HAS BEEN
MADE

(Mrs. COLLINS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her
remarks.)

Mrs. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, it is a
great deal of pride that I felt while I
was sitting in San Francisco last week
when GERALDINE FERRARO, by acclama-
tion, was named the nominee for the
Vice President of the United States.

It has been said here today that she
represents women and that we are all
very proud of her. I have a special
pride for GERALDINE because I know
how hard it has been for a woman to
get anyplace. Being both black and a
woman, I know that it has not been
very easy to move forward with one’s
career. I was extremely happy for
GERALDINE FERRARO, because I knew
that a step forward had been made in
our history.

If GERALDINE is to become our Vice
President in 1984—and I believe she
will with our help—I truly believe that
the times are opening up in America,
and that all of us, black and brown
and yellow and red, et cetera, can all
feel very proud of her because now we
also know that our time has come. I
pledge my full, active, aggressive sup-
port to her and to our Democratic
ticket.
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A REPRESENTATION OF HOPE

(Mrs. BOXER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her
remarks.)

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. Speaker, Con-
gresswoman FERRARO, (GERRY, you rep-
resent so much hope to all Americans
and not just to women. But, to Ameri-
can women, you represent the equality
they deserve and they have earned. To
American men, you represent the
sharing of the awesome responsibility
of governing; a responsibility that
should be shared.

To American children, GERALDINE,
you represent the knowledge that they
can pursue their dreams with an in-
creased sense of optimism.

I want to take a moment to talk to
the President, who calls your nomina-
tion a token. I want to ask the Presi-
dent if he thought it was a token when
GEORGE BusH cast the tie-breaking
vote in the Senate for the MX? Did he
think it was a token when GEORGE
BusH cast the tie-breaking vote in the
Senate for chemical weapons? I do not
think that is a token.

GERALDINE, I wish you were there al-
ready. I know you are going to be
there, and we are with you all the way.

WHAT CAN HAFPPEN IN A FEW
WEEKS?

(Mrs. EENNELLY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. KENNELLY. Mr. Speaker, is it
not wonderful what can happen in a
few weeks? We left here on a Friday
night quite exhausted, having done
our duties as Congressmen and Con-
gresswomen. We return here this
morning feeling so good because one
of us, one of the Members of the
House of Representatives of the
United States has become the nominee
of the Democratic Party for Vice
President of the United States.

Right now, Mr. Speaker, the empha-
sis is on GERALDINE FERRARO, the
woman. But, Mr. Speaker, in a few
weeks the focus will be on GERALDINE
FErRrARO, the individual, the woman
we know as an activist on the Public
Works Committee and a person who
represents her constituency beautiful-
ly. A woman on the Budget Committee
who understood where we were and
where we were going and where we
had to go to improve our infrastruec-
ture.

This woman is a proud Member of
the U.S. Congress. She is now going
out on the road, going across America,
to explain what we are all about. We
who know her best, we who have stood
side by side with her, are awfully
proud today.
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IT IS ABOUT TIME

(Mrs. BURTON of California asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. BURTON of California. Mr.
Speaker, other nations have had
women leaders for centuries; now the
United States will elect a woman Vice
President, and it is about time, Walter
Mondale showed his insight and good
judgment when he chose someone we
all know will thoroughly impress the
Nation.

We are so0 pleased that GERrRY FER-
RARO is the Democrat's nominee. But
the House is honored to have one of
its own to run in this historic cam-
paign. I am especially pleased that she
was nominated in my own city of San
Francisco.

Mr. Speaker, I join you and other
Members in wishing Gerry the best of
luck and success in the coming months
and years, and we will all miss you,
GERRY.
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CONGRATULATIONS AND GOOD
LUCK

(Mrs. HALL of Indiana asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Mrs. HALL of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
it is indeed a pleasure to be here today
and to congratulate my colleague,
GERALDINE FERRARO.

I have never enjoyed a convention as
much as I did the one in San Francis-
co, because not only was it refreshing,
it strengthened all of the women in
this country who truly believe in
equality. To have GERALDINE FERRARO
nominated as the Vice Presidential
candidate certainly is one of the great-
est milestones that America has ever
made.

I look forward to working very hard
to make sure that she is elected and
that she serves us well and that Amer-
ica allows a woman to hold the No. 2
spot.

Congratulations; good luck. We all
share your future.

GERRY, WE WISH YOU
GODSPEED

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her
remarks.)

Ms. EAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, it is
with great pride and joy that we wel-
come back to the House one of our
own. Since we recessed, the gentle-
woman from New York, GERALDINE
FERRARO, our friend GERrRrY, has trans-
formed American political history and
advanced the cause of social justice
and equality for all Americans.

As she campaigns across America, all
our citizens will come to know her as
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we do, as one who is compassionate,
pragmatic, intelligent, and hard work-
ing. She knows what America is all
about. She knows about the strugegles
of the average family. She knows what
it means to shop, what utility bills can
do to a family budget. She knows the
value of a decent education for our
children, and the special problems
women face in our society. She has a
deep and abiding concern for world
peace and human rights. She is a trib-
ute to this great body, the House of
Representatives, the people’s House,
the body closest to the people.
GERRY, we wish you Godspeed.

NOT A WOMAN, NOT A MAN,
BUT A VICE PRESIDENTIAL
CANDIDATE

(Mrs. BYRON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. BYRON. Mr. Speaker, let me
say to GERRY, we came in this body to-
gether. I hope she is leaving me
behind as she moves on.

One of the things that she men-
tioned when she addressed this House
today was that it has been 6 short
years. They have been short; but they
also have been long.

One of the things that we were all
asked as we arrived here 6 years ago:
what it was like to be a woman in a
man’s world. One of the things that I
have consistently said, and I think
GERRY has consistently said, is that we
are all Members of Congress. We are
not men and we are not women. We
are Representatives. I think once and
for all the Democratic Party has put
that to rest. We have a Vice Presiden-
tial candidate—not a woman, not a
man, but a Vice Presidential candi-
date.

WE ARE PROUD OF YOU, GERRY

(Mrs. LLLOYD asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her
remarks.)

Mrs. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I am
very happy today to stand here among
my colleagues and applaud Mr. Mon-
dale for choosing GERALDINE FERRARO
as our candidate for Vice President.

GERALDINE FERRARO is a very hard
working, a very articulate, a very capa-
ble Member of this body who happens
to also be a woman. I think it is impor-
tant to realize that it is not GERrY’s
nomination, but the nomination of the
Democratic Party bestowed on a candi-
date who brings enormous talent and
ability to this position.

For a long time, when a little boy
was born, his parents would say, “You
know, he may grow up to be President
some day.” Now the parents of little
girls can also say, “You know, she just
may be the first woman President.”
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It is a great day. I think it has
brought a new spirit across America, a
spirit that is really capturing the
hearts of Americans, that a woman
has been chosen. We are proud of you,
(GGERRY.

GERALDINE FERRARO, THE
QUEEN OF QUEENS

(Mr. ADDABBO asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. ADDABBO. My district adjoins
GERRY'’S.

Mr. Speaker, it is indeed a proud
moment for us in the House, and espe-
cially for us who live back home with
GERRY in Queens, to welcome her here
today as Vice Presidential nominee
and a Vice President to be, the Queen
of Queens, GERALDINE FERRARO.

We in Queens knew the value and
the potential of Gerry for many
years. We have worked for her elec-
tions. It was my privilege as the dean
of the New York delegation and a
senior Member from Queens to cam-
paign way back in 1978 with GERRY,
knowing that she would make a great
Representative from Queens, and now
the entire Nation will know how great
a lady she is, and most important, how
great a public servant she is.

GERALDINE FERRARO
SHATTERS A MYTH

(Mr. RANGEL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to join with my colleagues, those
of us from the city of New York, who
have so many reasons to be proud, cer-
tainly when the House of Representa-
tives knows that we will have some-
body not only in the White House that
would understand our legislation and
understand our constitutional respon-
sibilities, and just as importantly, pre-
side over the other body.

It seems that all of us, Republicans
and Democrats, will have a real victory
when GERALDINE FERRARO becomes our
next Vice President. Of course those
of us who have suffered over the years
in not having people understand the
real problems that we have in the city
of New York are going to have a spe-
cial political joy in knowing that you
may not understand it in the House
but we will indeed have a friend in the
White House who will understand the
unique problems that we have in the
city.

Certainly from a more important
historical view, I think that so many
of us in this country who believe that
in our own race, our culture, and our
backgrounds we have so many citizens
who are just born to feel that they
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cannot dream and aspire to this high
office and that women certainly have
been historically put into this group,
where sometimes their parents and
their friends have counseled them not
to be courageous in terms of reaching
for the highest political office that we
have in this country, that we believe
that because GERLADINE FERRARO has
so prepared herself for this great
honor that when she shatters the
myth that there are citizens who, just
because of their sex and their back-
grounds, will not be able to dream of
becoming President, that certainly
there are other groups in this country
who now know that when she carries
the torch for herself and for women,
she carries it for so many other people
who would like to say that in this
greit country of ours there is nobody
who cannot be considered to be Presi-
dent of the United States if he or she
is prepared t. assume that great re-
sponsibility.

A CREDIBLE AND VIABLE
CANDIDATE

(Mr. SCHEUER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. SCHEUER. Mr. Speaker, a few
moments ago one of us gave thanks to
the people who made GERALDINE'S
nomination possible. I would like to
give thanks to the person who has
helped make GERALDINE'S nomination

credible and viable. Of course, that
person is none other than GERALDINE
herself.

I have heard remarks, and speeches,

and asides, that GERALDINE is not
qualified for the office. Frankly, Mr.
Speaker, I do not think anybody is
qualified to be President of the United
States. There is no experience, there is
no job training, there are no universi-
ty courses, that can qualify a person
for this awesome responsibility. But I
think if one looks at the Presidents
who have achieved greatness and dis-
tinction one will see that they all have
qualities in common, and indeed quali-
ties in common with GERALDINE.

They have greatness of mind, heart,
and soul. They have ability to commu-
nicate warmly with people. They have
decency. They have humanity. They
have horse sense. They have common
sense. They have ability to make sensi-
ble judgments. They have high intelli-
gence. Above all, they have compas-
sion and love for their fellow man,
love for their Constitution, and for
their country.

I think these qualities of heart and
mind and soul, qualities of character
and integrity that GErRALDINE brings to
this candidacy make her preeminently
qualified not only for the office for
which she is running, but for the
office from which, if she succeeds in
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her quest she will be separated by but
a heartbeat.
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FERRARO NOMINATION EVOKES
PRIDE IN THE HOUSE

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, it is a
pleasure to join my colleagues in wel-
coming Representative GERALDINE
FErRrARO back to the House. In the
past 2 weeks, she had made us all
proud—proud to be Americans and
proud to be Members of this House
from which a colleague can go forth to
be the nominee of his or her party for
the office of Vice President of the
United States.

For women in this country, this has
been an especially exciting time. As
Representative FERRARO said herself 2
weeks ago in Minneapolis when she
was first introduced by Vice President
Mondale as his running mate, “there
is an electricity in the air, an excite-
ment, a sense of new possibilities and
of pride.”

Certainly that excitement was
present in San Francisco at the con-
vention last week and it is here in the
air today. Everyone refturning to
Washington must have noticed that
Representative FeErrRARO'S candidacy
remains the No. 1 item of discussion.

As the father of three daughters, I
am thrilled by the Ferraro candidacy.
It shows them that all things are pos-
sible; that indeed their opportunities
are endless. Many young women will
look back on this candidacy as the one
event that led them to think seriously
about pursuing a career in politics and
Government; that their contributions
to this country are real and lasting.

Finally, Representative FERRARO
goes forth not only as a trailblazer,
proving to all America what many of
us have known—that women are up to
the job of the Vice Presidency and the
Presidency, but proving, too, that
Members of the House have the expe-
rience and the political savvy to add
much to a national ticket.

There are challenging days ahead
for our friend and colleague, GERAL-
DINE F'ERRARO. I am confident that she
will duplicate her many successes here
in the House on the campaign trail.
And as Vice President I know that she
will not only keep the faith with her

children, but also with us and the.

American people.

NORTH CAROLINA’'S INVITATION
TO GERALDINE FERRARO

(Mr. HEFNER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute, and to revise and extend his
remarks.)
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Mr. HEFNER. Mr. Speaker, (GERAL-
DINE, I knew all along that it was going
to be you, and I told you right back
then before you went to San Francisco
that it was going to be you. There was
no doubt about it.

I want to congratulate you, and I
want to say this to you and to all the
folks in this House: I was in North
Carolina at a family day in China
Grove, NC. You did not hear a lot
about it in the Washington Post, but
there were an awful lot of folks from
North Carolina there. Folks were
saying to me, “What is GERALDINE F'ER-
RARO like?"

I said, “Well, we would like to have
her come to North Carolina and talk
to you folks about family and what
this country is all about.” And, GERAL-
DINE, I am extending to you an invita-
tion on behalf of the folks from North
Carolina to come to China Grove and
to Salisbury and let the folks see you
and talk to you and let you talk to
them about what this American
system is all about.

I congratulate you, GERALDINE, and I
just want to say to you what we say in
North Carolina. We have got an old
saying: “You done good."

CONGRATULATIONS TO GERAL-
DINE FERRARO FROM THE
DEAN OF THE NEW YORK DEL-
EGATION

(Mr. STRATTON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, as
the dean of the New York delegation
and as an early supporter and as one
who predicted that GERALDINE would
be nominated for Vice President, this
is the first time that I have had the
opportunity to even come close to her
since her designation by Mr. Mondale,
even though I was at the convention.
The minute that GERALDINE's selection
was announced, it was impossible to
get through to her on the telephone.
And at the convention she was sur-
rounded by Secret Service. Even the
Speaker's car was stopped in the San
Francisco traffic so that GERALDINE'S
limousine could get by. So I am de-
lighted to congratulate her now, in
person.

We are delighted that she is the
nominee, and I will predict that not
only the Democrats in New York State
but also the Republicans in New York
State are going to be voting for the
Ferraro-Mondale ticket as a result.
She has already added the pizzaz that
I predicted she would add to the
Democratic ticket.
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PIONEER SPIRIT OF TEXAS RE-
KINDLED BY FERRARO NOMI-
NATION

(Mr. COLEMAN of Texas asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute, and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. COLEMAN of Texas, Mr. Speak-
er, the historic selection of GERALDINE
FERRARO as nominee for Vice President
of the United States certainly comes
as no great surprise to those of us who
live in the Southwestern part of the
United States, and in west Texas par-
ticularly, because it is indeed in that
same pioneer spirit, which founded
our region, that we now will welcome
to Texas a new trail blazer in politics
and Government.

We in Texas, I think, have been
asked perhaps more than some others
about how GERALDINE FERRARO Wwill do
politically in our region of the United
States. Well, the Texas that GERAL-
pINE will find when she goes there will
be the same Texas that passed the
equal rights amendment as a part of
our Constitution over a decade ago. It
will be the same State of Texas that
elected a statewide candidate named
Anne Richards as our current State
Treasurer 2 years ago. We are a State,
GERALDINE, that will welcome you with
open arms because we believe very
strongly as Texans that all Americans
will vote for candidates based on their
ability, not sex, and I for one, GERAL-
DINE, will be more than happy to stand
with you in the Southwestern part of
the United States and will be proud to
escort you all the way from Pecos to
El Paso.

GERALDINE FERRARO WELL
QUALIFIED AS VICE PRESIDEN-
TIAL NOMINEE

(Mr. SCHUMER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute, and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. Speaker, there
is joy in this House and in this Nation
this week with the choice of GERAL-
DINE FERRARO as nominee for the
office of Vice President. Once again
the Democratic Party has reached out
to the future and made history and
left the Republicans in its wake. The
other party may grumble, but they do
not know what to say or do, and so
what they now are attempting is to
attack our Vice-President-nominee for
her lack of qualifications.

But let me say to the Members of
this House that the fact of the matter
is that GERALDINE FErRrArRO will not
only make a great Vice President, she
would make a heck of a better Presi-
dent than the current occupant of the
White House. GERALDINE FERRARO will
not call catsup a vegetable. GERALDINE
FERRARO will not regard the arms race
as another event in the upcoming
Olympics. GERALDINE FERRARO will not
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favor, in a knee-jerk fashion, the rich
over the poor and middle income every
time, and the people of this Nation
know it.

In my normally politically quiescent
district, every day since the nomina-
tion of GERALDINE FERRARO we have
had at least 15 calls each day asking,
how can they help in the Ferraro cam-
paign?

Mr. Speaker, the selection of GERAL-
DINE FERRARO makes us feel good to be
Americans.

PRIDE IN AMERICA SURFACES
WITH FERRARO NOMINATION

(Mr. BEDELL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. BEDELL. Mr. Speaker, we have
many problems in this body, we have
many problems in Government, but
once in a while a person feels com-
pelled to stand up and say, “I am
proud to be in this body, and I am
proud to be an American.” And at this
time today I stand up to say that I am
proud to see that for the first time in
our history we have said that women
and men are equal in terms of serving
in our Government, and that we can
have either a woman or a man serve as
Vice President or President in this
land of ours.

Of course, one reason for that is be-
cause of the qualifications of the
young lady who has been selected for
this great honor. We are all proud to
serve with GErRrY FERrRARO. My wife
and I talked about this some time ago
when there was talk that maybe a
woman would be chosen, and we said
we hoped it would be GERALDINE FER-
RARO.

During this recent recess, Congress-
man BARNEY FrRANK from Massachu-
setts came out to my district to visit
my farms and to learn about farming,
and it has been mentioned that GERAL-
DINE FERRARO comes from New York
and the New Yorkers are glad about
that. Let me tell you that GERALDINE
FERrRARO has also been out to the
farms of South Dakota to see how our
farmers live and what their problems
are. That is the type of a leader she
would be, a leader for all of us.

GERRY, we are proud of you. We are
proud that you have made possible
this great step, not just for yourself,
but for all of America where the prej-
udice that has previously existed is no
longer there and where we can now
say that it does not matter whether
you are a boy or a girl or whether you
are a man or a woman; we are going to
judge, according to the abilities you
have, and everyone has equal opportu-
nity to become a leader in this great
land of ours.
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“A TALE OF TWO CITIES”

(Mr. SOLOMON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, as the
first Republican on my feet this morn-
ing and from one New Yorker to an-
other, let me also extend my congratu-
lations to our colleague, the gentle-
woman from New York, GERALDINE
FERRARO, but at the same time, Mr.
Speaker, from one New Yorker to an-
other, let me say that in his keynote
address before the Democratic Nation-
al Convention, Gov. Mario Cuomo
called Ronald Reagan’s America “A
Tale of Two Cities.”

Well, Mr. Cuomo, as a fellow New
Yorker, your knowledge of Charles
Dickens is as weak as your perception
of the Reagan record.

Under Carter and Mondale, we had
double-digit inflation, economic stag-
nation, humiliation in Iran. So I would
say that Ronald Reagan inherited not
two cities but Charles Dickens “Bleak
House.” After 4 years of Carter and
Mondale, America was suffering from
another Dickens-style book called
“Hard Times."”

But then, thanks to Ronald Reagan,
inflation cooled, the economy grew,
America went back to work, there was
more disposable income, more jobs,
more opportunity.

That is right. You guessed it, Under
Ronald Reagan, America returned to
its “great expectations.”

So go back and read your Charles
Dickens, Mr. Cuomo. You will have
plenty of time after November, when
Ronald Reagan will take your candi-
date, Walter Mondale, and beat the
dickens out of him (Charles Dickens
that is).

THE OLYMPIC SYMBOL

(Mr. DREIER of California asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. DREIER of California. Mr.
Speaker, yesterday I had one of the
most thrilling experiences of my life.
In behalf of the Boys' and Girls’ Club
of Pomona, CA, I had the honor and
privilege of carrying this Olympic
torch. As we all know, this torch is the
symbol of competition, sportsmanship
and brotherhood—the qualities civili-
zation has strived for since the begin-
ning.

The crowds that gathered on the
streets to watch were a microcosm of
our great Nation: young and old; all
colors and economic backgrounds. It
was an inspiration. The Washington
Post has an article this morning that
describes how these games have cap-
tured the heart and imagination of a
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city more usually known for its calm,
nonchalant sense of self-control.

Both the city of Los Angeles and the
Olympic committee have done what
can only be described as a magnificent
job of pulling this whole thing togeth-
er. Despite the unfortunate Soviet
boycott, a record number of nations
will attend the XXIII Olympiad. Our
athletes are ready, the city is ready
and the American people are ready.
Beginning this Saturday, in Los Ange-
les the world will witness firsthand
that America is standing tall and
proud.

THE QUALIFICATIONS OF
GERALDINE FERRARO

(Mr. DANNEMEYER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. DANNEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, I,
too, would like to congratulate my col-
league, the gentlewoman from New
York, GERALDINE F'ERRARO, on her se-
lection as the Vice Presidential nomi-
nee of the Democratic Party.

While in my home area over the dis-
trict work period in southern Califor-
nia, I was asked from time to time for
my comments on the selection of GERr-
ALDINE F'ERRARO as the Vice Presiden-
tial nominee on the Democratic ticket.
I told my friends that, well, I think
she is as qualified, GERALDINE FERRARO
is, to be Vice President, as Rose Byrd
is to be Chief Justice of our State Su-
preme Court. I think there is an inter-
esting analogy. Rose Byrd never prac-
ticed law in the private sector, never
served as a trial court judge, never
served as a district court of appeals
judge, and yet there she sits, Chief
Justice of the State Supreme Court,
and her stewardship has brought that
institution to the point of real serious
criticism.

I think it is appropriate to examine
the qualifications and the voting
record of any of us that stand for
public office. Sex is irrelevant. We
should judge political candidates on
their qualifications and on how they
vote. GERALDINE FERRARO has not run
statewide. She has not occupied a posi-
tion of leadership in the House.

The big spending voting record of
the distinguished gentlewoman from
New York, GERALDINE FERRARO, will
say to Americans that if she is elected
as our Vice Presidential nominee, we
can expect more of this big spending
practice from this Democratic leader-
ship.

I do not think the American people
want that and I think the administra-
tion of Ronald Reagan will demon-
strate very clearly the contrast for the
people to select which course they
choose for our country to follow.
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MISSING CHILDREN

(Mr. LEWIS of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute, and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. LEWIS of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I would also like to offer my congratu-
lations to my colleague, the gentle-
woman from New York, on her nomi-
nation.

Mr. Speaker, pretty, 8-year-old
Christy Luna vanished from near her
Greenacres City home in May.

Within 24 hours, this Child Keyp-
pers’ poster was in store windows, on
telephone poles, and in the hands of
police officers in three States.

Within a week the Florida Depart-
ment of Law Enforcement, through its
missing children information clearing-
house, had sent details of Christy’s
disappearance to police agencies all
over the United States.

Christy Luna hasn’t been found and
intense, cooperative efforts such as
this don’t always produce results but
they sure do increase the chances of
finding the Christy Lunas of this
world.

Mr. Speaker, for the kids I urge you
and my other colleagues to support
House Concurrent Resolution 301
which urges States to establish state-
wide missing children clearinghouses
and H.R. 5826 which provides the
means to do just that.

Please join me on this important leg-
islation for the Christy Lunas in the
world.

A GOOD TIME FOR GERALDINE
FERRARO TO BEGIN CAM-
PAIGNING

(Mr. GEKAS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. GEKAS, Mr. Speaker, I, too,
extend my felicitations to our col-
league, the gentlewoman from New
York, GERALDINE FERRARO. She is not
only a competent lady, but in my
mind, she is also a lucky lady, because
she begins her travels around the
country at a time when the economic
news is also at its pinnacle and at its
happiest since I have been a Member
of Congress; quite a contrast from
1983 when there was a parade of Mem-
bers of the House who would take this
podium to decry the state of the econ-
omy and to blame the President of the
United States for those conditions.

As GERALDINE begins her campaign
now, she can begin her campaign in a
day when more people are employed
in the United States of America than
at any time in the history of our coun-
try, when the gross national product is
up beyond expectations, when infla-
tion is down beyond the wildest
dreams of every American household-
er. It is a good time for GERALDINE to
begin her campaign. She will have a
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happy country throughout which she
can campaign and the problems that
remain, we together in the House will
help her as Members of the House are
supposed to do.

SENIOR CITIZENS WILL BE
HAPPY WITH GERALDINE FER-
RARO

(Mr. PEPPER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, I know
of no group in America who would
profit more from having GERALDINE
FErRrRARO in the White House as Vice
President than the senior citizens of
America.

I was chairman of the House Select
Committee on Aging 6 years ago when
GERALDINE first came to the House and
became a member of that committee.
At the same time, she became a
member of the Subcommittee on
Health and Long Term Care, of which
I was then the chairman and still am
in the chairman’s position.

From the very beginning GERALDINE
FERRARO attended the meetings. She
was active in the work of the commit-
tee. She was very active in the passage
of numerous pieces of legislation
which that committee sponsored
before this House. GERALDINE FERRARO
is the author of pension legislation
which will help guarantee the econom-
ic security of millions of older women
in the decades to come.

I shall never forget the way she
fought to prevent any cuts in Social
Security when that matter was before
this House in 1983, nor shall I forget
her dedication, her determination to
prevent any more payments being re-
quired of people covered by medicare
or any raising of the age of eligibility,
as is now proposed by the administra-
tion. No one has fought harder to pre-
serve those programs and the princi-
ples which affect the health and well-
being of the elderly than GERALDINE
FERRARO.

I will always remember an important
hearing I attended with GERALDINE in
her district on the subject of alcohol-
ism and the elderly. The hearing drew
a large crowd and evoked keen interest
among the senior citizens. The noted
actor Jason Robards was the star wit-
ness and he gave a moving testimonial
of his own experience as a victim of al-
coholism and his struggle to overcome
it.

During her 6 years in Congress, GER-
ALDINE FERRARO's devotion to the el-
derly has set an example and a stand-
ard which all of us would be proud to
follow. She is one of those dedicated
to the cause of the elderly, faithful in
pursuit of the means to make life
longer and healthier and happier for
t{lose deserving people of our popula-
tion.
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I say with pride, no Member of this
House or the other body is more faith-
ful to, has served more ably the cause
of, and would be more meaningful to
the senior citizens of America in a po-
sition such as the Vice Presidency
than our distinguished and beloved
colleague, GERALDINE FERRARO.

NOMINATION OF GERALDINE
FERRARO AS VICE PRESIDENT

(Mr. MARKEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, what
many people, many pundits, many ex-
perts fail to recognize about politics is
that each election is a special year, has
a special chemistry to it that makes it
different from any other election year.
So many people are looking at this
year and are trying to apply what hap-
pened in the 1980 election as though
somehow or other it is applicable to
this year. It is not.

GERALDINE FERRARO has added a spe-
cial, magical quality to this political
year that makes it different from any-
thing else that has happened in the
history of our country. She has the-in-
telligence, she has the toughness, she
has the savvy that we have all wit-
nessed here on the floor of Congress.

She is like E.F. Hutton to people
here in Congress on women's issues, on
issues of the budget. But now, as she
begins to speak across this country on
the issues of arms control, of the envi-
ronment, of women's issues, she will
also be like E.F. Hutton. When she
talks people will listen. When she
talks people who have never listened
before, will listen.

That is what is different about this
year. That is what is magical about
this year, and that is why the Demo-
crats are going to win this year in No-
vember.

NOMINATION OF GERALDINE
FERRARO AS VICE PRESIDENT

(Mr. McCURDY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McCURDY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to join my colleagues in congratulat-
ing GERALDINE F'ERRARO as the Demo-
cratic nominee for Vice President of
the United States. I have had the op-
portunity in the 4 years that I have
been in this body to office directly
across the hall from Mrs. FERRARO and
serve on many caucus committees to-
gether, and I can personally testify to
her competence and ability.

GERALDINE FERRARO will be a superb
representative of the American family
and of opportunity that only this
country provides. As the father of two
daughters and the husband of a physi-
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cian, I am particularly proud to be a
Member of this body and to be an
American. This is not just a great day
for women. This is a great day for all
Americans.

NOMINATION OF GERALDINE
FERRARO FOR VICE PRESIDENT

(Mr. WEISS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, the nomi-
nation of GERALDINE FERrRARO for Vice
President of the United States has
cheered the Congress, rallied the
Democratic Party, and taken America
by storm. In one bold, dramatic stroke,
the political landscape has been trans-
formed, never again to be the same.

Her achievement and the savoring of
it by Americans of every background
and region goes far beyond the politi-
cal realm.

In expressing their pride in her, the
American people are expressing their
pride in America itself.

It makes all of us feel good to know
that all Americans may now rise as far
as their best efforts and ability will lift
them. It makes all of us feel good to
know that the children of immigrants
can rise to the highest offices of the
land. Most of all, it makes all of us feel
good to be alive at a time when history
leaps forward, offering not only
women but all Americans newfound
hope for the future.

We, her colleagues in Congress, who
know her best, know how hard she has
worked here and of the intelligence
and practical idealism she has brought
to the job. We know how superbly
qualified she is to be the Vice Presi-
dent of the United States. If America
is proud today wait until you see us on
Inauguration Day—when the Chief
Justice administers the oath of office
to President Walter Mondale and Vice
President, GERALDINE FERRARO.

NOMINATION OF GERALDINE
FERRARO FOR VICE PRESIDENT

(Mr. DICKS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
congratulate our colleague, (GERALDINE
FErRRARO, on being selected as the
Democratic nominee for the Vice
President. Walter Mondale deserves
great credit for an excellent and bold
decision. He has opened the door to
qualified women seeking the highest
offices of our country, and I think he
has made a very wise decision.

GERALDINE FERRARO has been an ex-
cellent Member of this House. She has
done a brilliant job as chair of the
Democratic Platform Committee. She
has shown, time and time again, her
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compassion, her care, her sensitivity to
the great issues that face this country.

There can be no doubt that she is
eminently qpalified to be Vice Presi-
dent of the United States, and I think
if the high responsibilities of Presi-
dent should fall upon her shoulders,
she would be a great President as well.

I have been proud to know her and I
was proud to see her family with her
on national television. They represent
a fine example of an American family
with a rich ethnic heritage.

So I take great pride in the selection
of GERALDINE F'ERRARO. I want my col-
leagues to know that I was in Port Or-
chard, WA, at a meeting of the local
community and there was genuine ex-
citement in the room when the an-
nouncement was made that GERALDINE
FERRARO would be Mr. Mondale's run-
ning mate. The enthusiasm for our
future Vice President was no less ap-
parent across my congressional dis-
trict, and I look forward to having my
distinguished colleague, GERALDINE
FERRARO, campaign in the State of
Washington later this year.

NOMINATION OF GERALDINE
FERRARO FOR VICE PRESIDENT

(Mr. LONG of Maryland asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. LONG of Maryland. GERALDINE,
we are very proud of you and we con-
gratulate you on your nomination for
this high office. When the President
first made the choice I did not know
quite what to think. As I talked to var-
ious people who felt that your place
on the ticket as Vice President might
hurt more than it would help, I point-
ed out that this would depend entirely
on you or as a woman of your quali-
ties, and how well you conducted your-
self in the campaign.

You have demonstrated that as a
wise choice that you can put on an ex-
cellent campaign.

I want to give you the following
proposition: My district has only voted
for two Democrats for President in 120
years, 120 years; in the last 2 years my
district has been reappropriated to
take away 120,000 people who vote 65
percent Democratic. That is a district
in which I have never actively tried to
get the Democratic President to come
in and support me because I always
felt that I had to run on my own.

But this time I feel so strongly that
you would be an asset to the ticket
that I want to invite you to come into
my district during the campaign and I
will provide the forum for you to
come. I hope you can make it because
I am sure that you are going to be a
tremendous addition to the ticket and
a help to us all in the coming election.

I congratulate you and wish you the
best in November and thereafter.
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NOMINATION OF GERALDINE
FERRARO FOR VICE PRESIDENT

(Mr. BENNETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. BENNETT. I want to add my
feeling of deep happiness and joy at
the nomination of Ms. FERRARO.

In my district when this was an-
nounced it was received with great
pleasure and great approval we had
once a wonderful woman who repre-
sented my congressional district years
ago, Ruth Bryan Owen, the daughter
of William Jennings Bryan and she
made an outstanding record as Con-
gresswoman. So my district realized
from a very practical standpoint that
here was a great opportunity to have
another great woman come to the
center of government.

I just think it is long overdue that a
woman would be considered for Vice
President and for President. I am so
happy and I think that my district is
so happy with the fact that now this is
behind us and we are going forward,
and we are going to use the abilities of
all American citizens, whatever their
gender may be.

It could not happen to a more lovely,
more intelligent, more bright and
more dedicated American than GERAL-
DINE FERRARO.

NOMINATION OF GERALDINE
FERRARO FOR VICE PRESIDENT

(Mr. GLICKMAN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GLICKMAN. Mr. Speaker, one
of my senior staffers, a woman, said:
“It took 200 years to get to the place
that a woman is on a national ticket.”
It occurred to me, as I watched that
historical moment when my colleague,
GERALDINE FERRARO, accepted her
party’s nomination for Vice President,
it could take only 100 days for her to
become the first woman ever to
achieve such high office in this coun-
try.

I think of my daughter who was
with me at the convention in San
Francisco. I think of how I'm glad she
had the opportunity to be a part of
the history of that moment when
GEeRrY accepted her nomination. I
think of my son who was also with me
at that time. I know that both my
children—male and female—know
they, too, can be a part of history.
Before that night in San Francisco
only my son Jon could have really had
that sense of being a part of the politi-
cal process. Now my daughter, Amy,
can as well.
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NOMINATION OPENS THE PROM-
ISE OF HIGH OFFICE TO EV-
ERYONE IN THE LAND

(Mr. OTTINGER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. OTTINGER. Mr. Speaker, on
July 26, 1984, we saw history being
made with the selection of our col-
league, Representative GERALDINE FER-
RARO, as the Democratic Vice Presiden-
tial candidate. It was a significant, ex-
citing development in American poli-
tiecs, and will long be remembered by
all citizens. I would now like to take
the time to commend this exceptional
woman and the invaluable contribu-
tions she has made to this Congress.

Having worked closely with her as a
fellow member of the New York dele-
gation, it is apparent that Representa-
tive FErrArRO exhibits the consider-
ation, diligence, and steadfastness that
are essential to successfully represent-
ing the people. She is an effective
leader tuned to the pulse of our na-
tional needs and, as such, has exhibit-
ed the capabilities that make the dif-
ference between a Vice President and
a good Vice President.

Perhaps GERRY’S greatest strength is
that she is so natural. She can trans-
late the meaning of the Reagan cruel-
ties into terms the average American
man and woman can understand and
relate to.

The fact that Representative FER-
RARO is & woman is a significant contri-
bution in itself. Females presently con-
stitute less than 5 percent of this legis-
lative body. Thus, as a Representative,
GERALDINE FERrRARO has furthered the
cause of women in our Government. It
is with great enthusiasm that we view
her Vice Presidential candidacy. To
have a woman nominated by a major
party for the second highest office in
our Government has opened the door
not just for women, but for all Ameri-
cans, regardless of sex, race, or creed.
The nomination of Representative
FERRARO gives life to the hope that we
may better represent the diverse and
multifaceted character of this country.

GERALDINE FERRARO: FULLY
QUALIFIED FOR THE HIGHEST
OFFICE OF OUR LAND

(Mr. LAFALCE asked and was given
permisson to address the House for 1
minute, and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, as a
fellow New Yorker, as a fellow Italian-
American Catholic, I naturally take
tremendous pride in the selection of
GERALDINE FERRARO as the Vice Presi-
dential running mate of Fritz Mon-
dale. I know, also, that every woman
in America takes special pride in her
selection.

Since I have traveled in my district I
have come to realize, in a way I never

20633

could before, what a responsive chord
her selection has struck, not with
feminists alone, but with every female
from every walk of life.

But, in my district, individuals have
been asking: “Once you bet beyond
that background, is GERALDINE FER-
RARO qualified to become, if need be,
President of the United States of
America?”

I have responded with two basic an-
swers: First, GERALDINE FERRARO is 10
times more qualified today than
Ronald Reagan was 4 years ago today.

Second, there are a number of quali-
ties that you should look to when
judging an individual.

A famous Protestant theologian
summed them up in a book entitled,
“Love, Power and Justice.” He says,
“The great task of a Christian politi-
cian is to reconcile the competing de-
mands of love, the use of power, and
the requirements of justice.”

Having known GERALDINE FERRARO
for 6 years, I do not know of any
person in the United States, male or
female, Democrat or Republican, who
can better reconcile these competing
demands: love, power and justice; and
that is what she will give us as Vice
President of the United States, and if
need be, as President of the United
States. Thank you.

ON GERALDINE FERRARO:
WARMTH, INTELLIGENCE,
ALWAYS PREPARED

(Mr. OBERSTAR asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, Fritz
Mondale’s selection of GERALDINE FER-
RARO as his Vice Presidential running
mate was a bold political stroke, one
fraught with insight, but, to those of
us who know GERALDINE FERRARO, not
a surprise.

It has been my pleasure to have
GERALDINE serve on the Subcommittee
on Economic Development, which I
chair, for the past 4 years and I want
people throughout this land to know
that she selected that subcommittee
because of her interest in jobs, in pro-
moting economic growth, in encourag-
ing development of the private sector,
in stimulating those areas that have
lagged behind the Nation's general
prosperity.

I can attest that, as a member of my
subcommittee, she has done her home-
work, been prepared for the commit-
tee hearings, sat through long, tedious
hours of hearings and markup ses-
sions; she consistently made pertinent
observations, showing keen insight
into the process and offered sugges-
tions that bore fruit in our hearings
and in our markup sessions.

GERALDINE FERRARO comes prepared
for this new challenge, she knows her
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work, she works hard and is articulate.
Those are the qualities that suggest
the success of this venture into the
Vice Presidential contest. Those are
the qualities that will serve her well
and would serve well anyone who as-
pires to, or who may have to assume,
the Presidency.

As a fellow Minnesotan, I salute Vice
President Mondale for his selection; as
dean of the Minnesota delegation, I
congratulate GERALDINE FERRARO.

Trust in your own abilities, trust in
your experience gained through serv-
ice in this House and in your compe-
tence; you will succeed, you will radi-
ate that goodness and warmth and
that intelligence which have been
your hallmark in this body.

GERALDINE FERRARO: WELL
QUALIFIED AS A NATIONAL
LEADER

(Mr. VOLEMER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. VOLEMER. Mr. Speaker, Mem-
bers of the House, I too wish to join in
the commendation of our colleague,
GERALDINE FERRARO, as the nominee
for Vice President on the Democratic
ticket. As I rushed back to my district
from the convention in San Francisco,
I found a great deal of excitement
about GERALDINE'S nomination.

There is no question that we in the
House know that she is very well
qualified for the position not only of
Vice President but also as President.
Her work in the House has shown this.
She has not only considered the con-
cerns of her own district and her own
State, but also of other parts of the
United States and during her time
here has gotten to know the problems
not only of the urban areas but also of
the rural areas.

There is no question in my mind
that my agricultural farmers back in
Missouri will be better represented by
GERALDINE FERRARO than the present
person in the White House and in the
Vice Presidency.

I wish to extend to her, as others
have done, an opportunity to come to
my district and visit during the cam-
paign because I know that the people
of my distriet will be quite impressed
as I have been by her activities here in
the House.

And I again wish to say congratula-
tions to GErRALDINE. I know we will be
seeing her next January as Vice Presi-
dent of the United States.

GERALDINE FERRARO: HER
NOMINATION HAS OPENED
NEW VISTAS FOR MILLIONS OF
WOMEN THROUGHOUT THE
WORLD

(Mr. SOLARZ asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. SOLARZ. As a fellow New
Yorker, as a fellow member of the
Budget Committee, as a fellow Fire Is-
lander, I was pleased as punch with
the nomination of GERALDINE FERRARO
as Vice President on the Democratic
ticket.

We have worked closely together
over the course of the last 6 years.
During that period of time I have
come to develop enormous admiration
for her capacities as a Member of Con-
gress, and as a citizen of this country.
She has made a great contribution to
the work of the Budget Committee,
she has been an extraordinarily effec-
tive member of the New York delega-
tion and of the Democratic leadership
of the House.

Several of my colleagues have
spoken about what GERALDINE FER-
RARO’S nomination means to the
people of our country. But I would like
to say that I was overseas, as fate
would have it—I rarely travel but now
and then I am out of the country—
when news of Congresswomen FER-
RARO’S nomination hit the press.

And I can tell you that in Indonesia,
in the Philippines, in Singapore, this
was front page news. And I suddenly
came to realize that her nomination
meant a lot not only to millions of
women in our country but to hundreds
of millions of women around the
world, in small villages in Africa, in
Latin America, in Asia who sensed in
her nomination for the second highest
office in our land the possibilities for
human achievement that might one
day be open to them as well.

And in that sense, regardless of what
happens in this campaign, and I truly
hope that we are talking not just
about a candidate for Vice President
but about the next Vice President, the
mere fact of her nomination has
opened up vistas of possibility for mil-
lions and millions of women through-
out the world who sense in her re-
markable achievement the possibilities
and potentialities for comparable
achievements on their part as well.

And in the final analysis our country
and this world will obviously be as
great as the contribution which all
people, men as well as women, of all
races and religions, can make.

This has been an enormous step for-
ward, not only for women in America,
but for women and for other people all
over the world.
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APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES
ON H.R. 5712, COMMERCE, JUS-
TICE, AND STATE, THE JUDICI-
ARY AND RELATED AGENCIES
APPROPRIATION, 1985

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 5712)
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making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Commerce, Justice, and State,
the Judiciary, and related agencies, for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
1985, and for other purposes, with
Senate amendments thereto, disagree
to the Senate amendments, and agree
to the conference asked by the Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DARDEN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Iowa?

Mr. O'BRIEN. Mr. Speaker, reserv-
ing the right to object, and I do not
intend to object, I merely would like to
make known to the House that the mi-
nority concurs in this request.

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Iowa? The Chair
hears none, and without objection, ap-
points the following conferees: Messrs.
SmiTH of Iowa, ALEXANDER, EARLY,
DwyER of New Jersey, MRAZEK, CARR,
WHaITTEN, O'BRIEN, MILLER of Ohio,
PORTER, and CONTE.

There was no objection.

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CHIEF OF POLICE OF THE U.S.
CAPITOL POLICE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid
before the House the following com-
munication from the Chief of Police of
the U.S. Capitol Police:

U.S. CariTOL POLICE,
Washington, DC, June 29, 1984.
Hon. TrOMAS P. O'NEILL, JT.,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DeAr MR. Speaker: This is to inform you,
pursuant to the provisions of House Rule L
(50), that James M. Powell, Chief, U.S. Cap-
itol Police, has received a summons from
the District Court of Maryland for Prince
George’s County. In the matter of the State
of Maryland vs. Spalding, Robert Leonard,
CR-014725Y4.

After consulting with counsel, I have de-
termined that compliance with the sum-
mons is consistent with the privileges and
rights of the House.

Sincerely,
JameEs M. POWELL,
Chief of Police.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE
SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the provisions of clause 5, rule
I, the Chair announces that he will
postpone further proceedings today on
each motion to suspend the rules on
which a recorded vote or the yeas and
nays are ordered, or on which the vote
is objected to under clause 4 of rule
XV.

Such rolleall votes, if postponed, will
be taken today after debate on all mo-
tions to suspend the rules and after all
other legislative business of the day
has been concluded.
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MERCHANT MARINE ACT
AMENDMENTS TO IMPROVE
CERTAIN MARITIME PRO-
GRAMS

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 5833) to im-
prove certain maritime programs of
the Department of Transportation
and the Department of Commerce, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 5833

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United Stales of
America in Congress assembled, That title
XI of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936 (46
i\pp. U.S.C. 1271 et seq.) is amended as fol-
ows:

(1) in section 1103(e), after the last sen-
tence, by adding: “Notwithstanding an as-
sumption of an obligation by the Secretary
under section 1105 (a) or (b) of this Act, the
validity of the guarantee of an obligation
made by the Secretary under this title is un-
affected and the guarantee remains in full
force and effect.”;

(2) in section 1104, by striking subsection
(a)(3) and substituting:

“(3) financing the purchase, reconstruc-
tion, or reconditioning of vessels or fishery
facilities for which obligations were guaran-
teed under this title that, under the provi-
slons of section 1105:

“(A) are vessels or fishery facilities for
which obligations were accelerated and paid;

‘(B) were acquired by the Fund; or

“(C) were sold at foreclosure instituted by
the Secretary;";

(3) in section 1104(a)5), by adding “or” at
the end;

(4) in section 1104(a)6), by striking “fa-
cilities; or’” and substituting ‘‘facilities.”;

(5) in section 1104, by striking subsection
axm™;

(6) in section 1104, by striking subsection
(dX1) and substituting:

(dX1XA) No commitment to guarantee, or
guarantee of, an obligation shall be made by
the Secretary of Transportation unless the
Secretary finds that the property or project
with respect to which the obligation will be
executed will be economically sound. In
making that determination, the Secretary
shall consider—

“(i) the need in the particular segment of
the maritime industry for new or additional
capacity, including any impact on existing
equipment for which a guarantee under this
title is in effect;

“(ii) the market potential for the employ-
ment of the vessel over the life of the guar-
antee;

“(iii) projected revenues and expenses as-
sociated with employment of the vessel;

“(iv) any charters, contracts of affreight-
ment, transportation agreements, or similar
agreements or undertaking relevant to the
employment of the vessel; and

“(v) other relevent criteria.

“(B) No commitment to guarantee, or
guarantee of, an obligation shall be made by
the Secretary of Commerce unless the Sec-
retary finds, at or prior to the time such
commitment is made or guarantee becomes
effective, that the property or project with
respect to which the obligation will be exe-
cuted will be, in the Secretary’s opinion,
economically sound and in the case of fish-
ing vessels, that the purpose of the financ-
ing or refinancing is consistent with the
wise use of the fisheries resources and with
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the development, advancement, manage-
ment, conservation, and protection of the
fisheries resources.”;

(7) in section 1104(h), after the word “ac-
celeration”, by adding, “, assumption,”;

(8) in section 1105¢a), in the first sentence
after the word “demand”, by adding:
“(unless the Secretary shall, upon such
terms as may be provided in the obligation
or related agreements, prior to that
demand, have assumed the obligor’s rights
and duties under the obligation and agree-
ments and shall have made any payments in
default)”;

(9) in section 1105, by striking subsection
(b) and substituting:

“(b) In the event of a default under a
mortgage, loan agreement, or other security
agreement between the obligor and the Sec-
retary, the Secretary may upon such terms
as may be provided in the obligation or re-
lated agreement, either:

“(1) assume the obligor's rights and duties
under the agreement, make any payment in
default, and notify the obligee or the obli-
gee's agent of the default and the assump-
tion by the Secretary; or

“(2) notify the obligee or the obligee's
agent of the default, and the obligee or the
obligee’s agent shall have the right to
demand at or before the expiration of such
period as may be specified in the guarantee
or related agreements, but not later than
sixty days from the date of such notice, pay-
ment by the Secretary of the unpaid princi-
pal amount of said obligation and of the
unpaid interest thereon. Within such period
as may be specified in the guarantee or re-
lated agreements, but not later than thirty
days from the date of such demand, the Sec-
retary shall promptly pay to the obligee or
the obligee's agent the unpaid principal
amount of said obligation and unpaid inter-
est thereon to the date of payment.”;

(10) in section 1105(c), first sentence, after
the word “payment”, by adding “or assump-
tion"; and

(11) in section 1105(e), by striking the last
sentence and substituting: “In the event
that the Secretary shall receive through the
sale of property an amount of cash in excess
of the unpaid principal amount of the obli-
gation and unpaid interest on the obligation
and the expenses of collection of those
amounts, the Secretary shall pay the excess
to the obligor.".

Sec. 2. Section 214 of the Merchant
Marine Act, 1936 (46 App. U.S.C. 1124) is
amended to read as follows:

“(a) For the purpose of any investigation
which, in the opinion of the Secretary of
Transportation, is necessary and proper in
carrying out this Act, the Secretary may
subpena witnesses, administer oaths and af-
firmations, take evidence, and require the
production of books, papers, or other docu-
ments that are relevant to the matter under
investigation. The attendance of witnesses
and the production of books, papers, or
other documents may be required from any
place in the United States or any territory,
district, or possession thereof at any desig-
nated place of hearing. Witnesses sum-
moned before the Secretary shall be paid
the same fees and mileage that are paid wit-
nesses in the courts of the United States.

“(b) Upon failure of any person to obey a
subpena issued by the Secretary, the Secre-
tary may invoke the aid of any district court
of the United States within the jurisdiction
in which the person resides or carries on
business in requiring the attendance and
testimony of witnesses and the production
of books, papers, or other documents. Any
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such court may issue an order requiring the
person to appear before the Secretary, or an
employee designated by the Secretary, there
to produce books, papers, or other docu-
ments, if s0 ordered, or to give testimony
relevant to the matter under investigation.
A failure to obey an order of the court may
be punished by the court as a contempt
thereof. Process In such a case may be
served in the judicial district in which the
person resides or may be found.”.

SEc. 3. (a) The Shipping Act, 1916 (46 App.
U.S.C. 801), is amended as follows:

(1) The first section is amended—

(A) by striking the definitions “‘common
carrier by water” and ‘“common carrier by
water in foreign commerce";

(B) in the definition “other person subject
to this act”, by striking “common carrier by
water” in two places and substituting
“commeon carrier by water in interstate com-
merce”; and

(C) in the definition “carrying on the busi-
ness of forwarding”, by striking “from the
United States, its Territories, or possessions
to foreign countries, or".

(2) The initial paragraph of section 186 is
amended by striking “transportation by
water” and substituting ‘‘transportation by
water in interstate commerce”.

(3) Section 21(b) is amended by striking
the period following ‘‘subject to this Act”
and substituting a comma.

(b) The Shipping Act of 1984 (46 App.
U.S8.C. 1701), is amended as follows:

(1) Section 5(a) is amended by striking “in
section 4" and substituting “in section 4(a)
or (b)".

(2) Section 11(g) is amended by striking
“section 10(c) (1) or (4)" and substituting
“section 10({c) (1) or (3)".

(3) The last sentence of section 15 is
amended to read as follows: “Whoever fails
to file a certificate required by the Commis-
sion under this subsection is liable to the
United States for a civil penalty of not more
than $5,000 for each day the violation con-
tinues.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a
second demanded?

Mr. SNYDER. Mr.
demand a second.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With-
out objection, a second will be consid-
ered as ordered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Jones] will be recognized for 20 min-
utes and the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. SnypEr] will be recognized
for 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina [Mr. JoNEs].

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 5833, a bill that amends the
Merchant Marine Act, 1936, to permit
the Secretaries of Commerce and
Transportation to better handle de-
faults under the title XI, Ship Financ-
ing Guarantee Program. Included in
the amendment is a new section 3
which contains purely technical
amendments to the recently enacted
Shipping Act of 1984 (Public Law 98-
237).

Speaker, I
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This bill, supported by the adminis-
tration, would permit the Secretaries
of Transportation and Commerce to
assume an obligor’'s rights in the event
of default on a federally guaranteed
obligation, rather than paying, as is
required under current law, the entire
principal and interest within 30 days
of demand by an obligee. The assump-
tion of the debt by the United States
as guarantor will relieve the financial
burden on the title XI fund at a time
when economic conditions have exert-
ed severe pressure on the reserves in
the ship mortgage account,

The bill also sets up more stringent
criteria for the Secretary of Transpor-
tation in the issuance of guarantees, so
that the problems of default, mainly
due to overtonnaging, may be alleviat-
ed. In the case of guarantees for fish-
ing vessels, the Secretary of Com-
merce, under the terms of this legisla-
tion, would measure the obligation by
its consistency with the fisheries re-
sources policy of the United States.

This is needed, remedial legislation
which I urge my colleagues to support.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may continue.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 5833, a bill to amend certain
provisions of title XI of the 1936 Mer-
chant Marine Act and to make techni-
cal changes, corrections to the mari-
time laws necessitated by Congress’
enactment of the Shipping Act of 1984
earlier this year.

The title XI ship financing guaran-
tee program of the 1936 act provides
Federal guarantees to back the obliga-
tions incurred by persons who pur-
chase or pay for the reconditioning of
certain types of vessels and facilities
set forth in the law. Administration of
the program resides within the Mari-
time Administration of the Depart-
ment of Transportation, and the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration of the Department of
Commerce.

In recent years, the number of de-
faults on title XI-backed obligations
has increased markedly, leading to a
significant drain on the Federal Treas-
ury as both Departments have been
required to pay off in full the guaran-
teed portion of these obligations. This
bill addresses that situation by allow-
ing either Secretary to assume the ob-
ligor's periodic payments rather than
being required to make an entire lump
sum payout.

H.R. 5833 also addresses problems
which have resulted from the increas-
ing utilization of title XI-backed fi-
nancing for speculative, tax-shelter
motivated investment in commercial
vessels. Nowhere, I submit, has that
practice been more rampant than in
the inland waterway industry, where
investor groups have built barges and
towboats without any realistic expec-
tation of operating that equipment for
profit. In fact, for tax purposes, prof-
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its many well be the last thing that
many of those people have had in
mind. Backed by MarAd-approved title
X1 guarantees, these vessels have con-
tributed substantially to the overton-
naging in the industry, with the pre-
dictable result that much equipment
owned by bona fide operators has been
laid up idle or forced to compete for
cargoes at less-than-profitable rates.
Those conditions, in turn, have con-
tributed to the demise or near-demise
of many legitimate operators.

This bill will help halt this practice
of providing financing guarantees with
minimal regard for the realistic busi-
ness prospects of a vessel and the
effect which its insertion into a trade
might have on already established le-
gitimate operators. Modeled closely
after provisions in a proposed rule
issued by MarAd in August 1983, the
bill requires the Secretary of Trans-
portation to take into account certain
economic criteria in deciding whether
to approve a title XI application, in-
cluding the extent to which construc-
tion or reconstruction of a vessel may
contribute to overtonnaging, and the
real-world likelihood that the vessel
will provide a positive economic
return. These criteria are to form the
basis of application reviews for all seg-
ments of the commercial, nonfishing
fleet.

It is not intended that the new lan-
guage change in any way the proce-
dural means by which MarAd adminis-
ters the title XI program. By specify-
ing that no commitment to guarantee,
or guarantee of, an obligation shall be
made without first conducting an eco-
nomic evaluation based upon those cri-
teria, it is expected that only one such
evaluation would be required: prior to
MarAd’s issuance of a letter of com-
mitment—which is the current prac-
tice; or, in the exceptional circum-
stance, prior to the formal approval of
the actual guarantee, where a prior
letter of commitment has not been
issued. This is also consistent with cur-
rent title XI program procedures.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5833 meets some
of the most pressing needs in the ad-
ministration of the title XI program,
and I urge the Members to adopt it.
® Mr. BIAGGI. Mr. Speaker, title XI
of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936 au-
thorizes the Secretary of Transporta-
tion and the Secretary of Commerce
to guarantee obligations to aid in fi-
nancing the construction or recon-
struction of vessels or facilities de-
signed principally for research, or for
use in connection with the domestic or
foreign commerce of the TUnited
States. The Government insures full
payment to the lender of the unpaid
principal and interest of the mortgage
or obligation in the event the vessel or
facility owner defaults.

H.R. 5833 amends the Merchant
Marine Act of 1936 to allow the Secre-
taries of Transportation and Com-
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merce to assume a title XI guaranteed
loan when an obligor defaults. Current
law requires the Secretary to pay off
all outstanding principal and interest
after a default and within 30 days of
an obligee’s demand. This bill will re-
lieve the financial burden on the title
X1 fund and give the Secretary time to
make arrangements to deal with the
default.

The title XI fund has been self-sup-
porting since its creation. However, re-
cently, because of the serious econom-
ic downturn in the maritime and fish-
ing industries, there has been a serious
strain on the fund. This bill will ease
the immediate pressure on the fund
since the Secretaries will not have to
tender all the outstanding debt but
will merely step into the shoes of the
debtor until arrangements can be
made for assumption by a new obligor
or sale of the property.

The bill also requires the Secretary
of Transportation to determine—
before a loan guarantee is approved—
that the vessel for which the applica-
tion is made will not contribute to an
existing overtonnaging in a particular
trade and that there are legitimate
business prospects in store for the
vessel. These stricter criteria are
almost identical to requirements con-
tained in a proposed rule issued by the
Department of Transportation.

This legislation would improve the
administration of the title XI pro-
gram. The administration supports it.
The Committee on Merchant Marine
and Fisheries reported it by unani-
mous voice vote. I urge favorable
action by the House today.e

Mr. SNYDER. I have no further re-
quests for time, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I have no further requests
for time, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
[Mr. JonEs] that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5833,
as amended.

The questions was taken, and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks on H.R. 5833, as amend-
ed, the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
gentleman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.
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AVIATION DRUG-TRAFFICKING
CONTROL ACT

Mr. MINETA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1580) to amend the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 to provide for the
revocation of airman certificates and
for additional penalties for the trans-
portation by aircraft of controlled sub-
stances, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1580

Be it enacled by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That this
Act may be cited as the “Aviation Drug-
Trafficking Control Act”.

Skec. 2. (a) Section 609 of the Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958 is amended by adding at the
end thereof the following new subsection:

“TRANSPORTATION OF CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES

“(c)(1) The Administrator shall issue an
order revoking the airman certificates of
any person upon conviction of such person,
and exhaustion of all direct judicial review
of such conviction, for violation of any State
or Federal law relating to a controlled sub-
stance (other than any law relating to
simple possession of a controlled substance)
if the Administrator determines that (A) an
aireraft was used in the commission of the
offense, and (B) such person served as an
airman in connection with the offense or
was on board the aircraft in connection with
the offense. The Administrator shall have
no authority under this paragraph to review
the issue of whether an airman violated any
State or Federal law relating to a controlled
substance. Before issuing an order revoking
a certificate under this paragraph, the Ad-
ministrator shall provide the holder of such
certificate with notice and an opportunity
for a hearing on the record. The person
whose certificate is revoked by the Adminis-
trator’s order may obtain judicial review of
T;gl; order under the provisions of section

“(2) The Administrator shall issue an
order revoking the airman certificates of
any person if the Administrator determines
that (A) such person has knowingly engaged
in an activity which is prohibited by any
State or Federal law relating to a controlled
substance (other than any law relating to
simple possession of a controlled substance),
(B) an aircraft was used in carrying out
such activity, and (C) such person served as
an airman in connection with such activity
or was on board the aircraft in connection
with such activity. The Administrator shall
have no authority to revoke a certificate
under this paragraph on the basis of any ac-
tivity if the- holder of the certificate is ac-
quitted of all charges contained in an indict-
ment or information which relate to con-
trolled substances and which arise from
such activity. Before issuing an order revok-
ing a certificate under this paragraph, the
Administrator shall provide the holder of
such certificate with notice and an opportu-
nity for a hearing on the record. The person
whose certificate is revoked by the Adminis-
trator’s order may obtain judicial review of
such order under the provisions of section
1006.

“(3) For purposes of this subsection, the
term ‘controlled substance’ has the meaning
given such term by section 102(68) of the
Controlled Substances Act.”.
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(b) That portion of the table of contents
contained in the first section of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 which appears under
the side heading
“Sec, 609. Amendment, suspension, and rev-

ocation of certificates.”
is amended by adding at the end thereof
“(e¢) Transportation of controlled sub-
stances.”.

SEc. 3. Section 602(b) of the Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958 is amended by inserting
“(1)" after “(b)” and by adding at the end
thereof the following new paragraph:

"“(2)A) Except as provided in subpara-
graph (B), the Administrator shall not issue
an airman certificate to any person whose
airman certificate has been revoked pursu-
ant to subsection (c¢) of section 609 of this
title during the five-year period beginning
on the date of such revocation.

“¢B) The Administrator may issue an
airman certificate to any such person before
the end of such five-year period (but not
before the end of the one-year period begin-
ning on the date of such revocation) if, in
addition to the findings required by para-
graph (1), the Administrator determines (i)
that revocation of the certificate for such
five-year period would be excessive consider-
ing the nature of the offense or the act com-
mitted and the burden which revocation
places on such person, or (ii) that revocation
of the certificate for such five-year period
would not be in the public interest. The de-
terminations under clauses (i) and (ii) of the
preceding sentence shall be within the dis-
cretion of the Administrator and any such
determination or failure to make such a de-
termination shall not be subject to adminis-
trative or judicial review.

“(C) In any case in which the Administra-
tor has revoked the airman certificates of a
person under section 609(c)(2) as a result of
any activity and such person is subsequently
acquitted of all charges contained in an in-
dictment or information which relate to
controlled substances and which arise from
such activity, the Administrator shall issue
an airman certificate to such person if such
person is otherwise qualified to serve as an
airman under this section.”.

Sec. 4. Section 501(e) of the Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958 is amended by inserting
“(1)" after '(e)” and by adding at the end
thereof the following new paragraph:

“(2MA) The Administrator shall issue an
order revoking the certificate of registration
issued to an owner under this section for an
aircraft and each other certificate of regis-
tration held by such owner under this sec-
tion, if the Administrator determines that—

“(1) such aircraft has been used to trans-
port a controlled substance, where such
transportation is prohibited by any State or
Federal law or is provided in connection
with any act prohibited by any State or Fed-
eral law relating to controlled substances
(other than any law relating to simple pos-
session of a controlled substance); and

“(ii) the use of the aircraft was permitted
by such owner with the knowledge that the
aircraft was intended to be used for trans-
portation described in clause (i) of this sub-
paragraph.

For purposes of this paragraph, an owner of
an aircraft who is not an individual shall be
considered to have knowledge of an intend-
ed use of an aircraft only if a majority of
the individuals who control such owner or
who are involved in forming the major
policy of such owner have knowledge of
such intended use. Before issuing an order
revoking a certificate under this paragraph,
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the Administrator shall provide the holder
of such certificate with notice and an oppor-
tunity for a hearing on the record. Any
person whose certificate is revoked under
this paragraph may obtain judicial review of
such order under the provisions of section
1006. For purposes of this paragraph the
term ‘controlled substance' has the meaning
given such term by section 102(6) of the
Controlled Substances Act.

“(B) Except as provided in subparagraph
(C), the Administrator shall not issue a cer-
tificate of registration to any person who
has had a certificate revoked pursuant to
subparagraph (A) of this paragraph during
the five-year period beginning on the date
of such revocation.

“(C) The Administrator may issue a certif-
icate of registration for an aircraft to any
such person before the end of such five-year
period (but not before the end of the one-
year period beginning on the date of such
revocation) if the Administrator determines
that such aircraft is otherwise eligible for
registration under this section and (i) that
revocation of the certificate for such five-
year period would be excessive considering
the nature of the offense or the act commit-
ted and the burden which revocation places
on such person, or (ii) that revocation of the
certificate for such five-year period would
not be in the public interest. The determi-
nations under clauses (i) and (ii) of the pre-
ceding sentence shall be within the discre-
tion of the Administrator and any such de-
termination or failure to make such a deter-
mination shall not be subject to administra-
tive or judicial review.".

Sec. 5. (a) Section 902 of the Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958 is amended by adding at the
end thereof the following new subsection:

“TRANSPORTING CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES
WITHOUT AIRMAN CERTIFICATE

‘“{q) Any person who knowingly and will-
fully violates section 610(a)X2) in connection
with the transportation by aircraft of any
controlled substance, where (1) such trans-
portation is prohibited by any State or Fed-
eral law or is provided in connection with
any act prohibited by any State or Federal
law relating to controlled substances (other
than any law relating to simple possession
of a controlled substance), and (2) such
person has knowledge of such transporta-
tion, shall be subject to a fine not exceeding
$25,000 or to imprisonment not exceeding
five years, or to both such fine and impris-
onment. For purposes of this subsection, the
term ‘controlled substance’ has the meaning
given such term by section 102(68) of the
Controlled Substances Act.”.

(b) That portion of the table of contents
contained in the first section of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 which appears under
the side heading
“Sec. 902. Criminal penalties.”
is amended by adding at the end thereof

“(q) Transporting controlled sub-
stances without airman certifi-
cate.”.

Skec. 6. Section 902(b) of the Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1472(b)) is
amended—

(1) by striking out “(b) Any person who”
and inserting in lieu thereof “(b)X1) Except
a.sh provided in paragraph (2), any person
who'";

(2) by striking out “uses or attempts to
use” and inserting in lieu thereof “sells,
uses, attempts to use, or possesses with the
intent to use”; and

(3) by adding at the end thereof the fol-
lowing new paragraph:
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"“(2XA) Any person who violates para-
graph (1) of this subsection (other than by
selling a fraudulent certificate) with the
intent to commit any act prohibited by any
State or Federal law relating to controlled
substances (other than any law relstlng to
simple possession of a controlled substance)
shall be subject to a fine not exceeding
$25,000 or to imprisonment not exceeding
five years, or both.

“(B) Any person who violates paragraph
(1) of this subsection by selling a fraudulent
certificate with the knowledge that the pur-
chaser intends to use such certificate in con-
nection with any act prohibited by any
State or Federal law relating to controlled
substances (other than any law relating to
simple possession of a controlled substance)
shall be subject to a fine not exceeding
$25,000 or to imprisonment not exceeding
five years, or both.

‘““tC) For purposes of this paragraph, the
term ‘controlled substance’ has the meaning
given such term by section 102(6) of the
Controlled Substances Act.”.

Sec. 7. This Act and the amendments
made by this Act shall apply with respect to
acts and violations occurring after the date
of enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, a second is not re-
quired on this motion.

The gentleman from California [Mr.
MineTA]l will be recognized for 20 min-
utes and the gentleman from Arkansas
[Mr. HammerscEMIDT] will be recog-
nized for 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California [Mr. MINETAL

Mr. MINETA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 1580, a bill which can make an
important contribution to our fight
against illegal drugs.

The bill is designed to combat the
use of aviation in drug trafficking. A
large portion of the illegal drugs en-
tering this country do so by air. Intel-
ligence estimates presented at our
hearing indicated that 77 percent of
cocaine entering the country does so
by air; 41 percent by private aircraft,
and 35 percent by commercial aircraft.
Additionally, 60 percent of heroin
from Southeast Asia and 53 percent of
heroin from Southwest Asia enter the
United States by air, primarily by
commercial aviation. Overall, it is esti-
mated that 1.3 million pounds of ille-
gal drugs entered the United States by
private aircraft in 1983.

This legislation before us focuses on
increasing the aviation-related penal-
ties against aircraft owners and
airmen who participate in drug traf-
ficking.

We are concerned with these illegal
activities for two reasons. First and
most obviously, we are concerned with
the social and economic problems cre-
ated by illegal drugs. There are also
more specific, aviation-related con-
cerns. Drug smuggling flights create
safety problems because of the hazard-
ous maneuvers pilots undertake to
avoid detection, such as operating
without a flight plan and flying at ex-
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tremely low altitudes. It is estimated
that between 1980 and 1982 there were
491 accidents involving aircraft sus-
pected of carrying drugs. In addition,
many aircraft used in drug smuggling
are stolen from innocent owners. Be-
tween 1980 and 1982 an estimated 180
aireraft were involved in drug-related
thefts.

H.R. 1580 substantially increased
the aviation-related penalties against
airmen and aircraft owners who par-
ticipate in drug trafficking. Under cur-
rent law, there are relatively minimal
sanctions against aviation licenses,
such as a $1,000 civil penalty or sus-
pension of a pilot’s license for a year.
H.R. 1580 establishes a 5-year revoca-
tion of airman licenses and aircraft
certificates of registration if there is
knowing use of an aircraft in drug
trafficking.

The bill also establishes criminal
penalties of 5 years imprisonment and
a fine of up to $25,000 for persons
without airman certificates who oper-
ate aircraft in drug trafficking and for
persons who sell or use fraudulent
aviation licenses or aircraft registra-
tion markings in connection with drug
trafficking.

H.R. 1580 contains full protection
for the rights of airmen and aircraft
owners. Before sanctions can be im-
posed FAA must hold an evidentiary
hearing, and FAA's decision is subject
to judicial review.

It should be emphasized that the bill
is not intended to place the primary
responsibilities for enforcing the drug
laws in FAA. Rather, the drug enforce-
ment agencies, such as Customs and
DEA, will continue to have that man-
date. However, we do feel that we have
a responsibility to ensure that FAA’s
existing responsibilities to certificate
airmen and aircraft are capable of
making an important contribution
toward our national effort to reduce il-
legal drug trafficking and to protect
innocent airmen from threats to them-
selves and their aircraft.

In sum, I believe that H.R. 1580 can
make a substantial contribution in the
war against illegal drugs. I urge pas-
sage of this important legislation.

Mr. HAMMERSCHMIDT. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume, and I yield to the distin-
guished ranking minority member of
the full Committee on Public Works
and Transportation, the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. SNYDER].

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, H.R.
1580 is designed to complement the
many State and Federal criminal laws
relating to illegal drug trafficking by
imposing more stringent penalties on
airmen and other individuals who use
airplanes in conducting these illicit ac-
tivities.

I know that my colleagues are very
well aware of the magnitude of the il-
legal drug problem in this country and
I firmly believe that this bill will assist
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the various Federal agencies in com-
bating this serious problem. According
to the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, between 1980 and 1982, 65 indi-
viduals had their airman certificates
suspended or revoked for drug-related
offenses and nearly 300 aircraft were
stolen for drug-related reasons. More-
over, illegal drug trafficking also pre-
sents serious safety hazards to the
public, since those who operate air-
craft while engaging in this activity
resort to a variety of dangerous tactics
to avoid being detected. Along these
lines, it has been estimated that nearly
500 accidents occurred between 1980
and 1982 involving aircraft which were
suspected of carrying illegal drugs.

The primary intent of the bill is to
require, in most cases, a mandatory 5-
year revocation of airman and aircraft
registration certificates held by those
who are convicted or otherwise deter-
mined by the Administrator to have
used aircraft while violating State or
Federal drug laws.

Under existing law, an individual
who has committed a drug-related of-
fense is only subject to a 1-year period
of revocation before he is eligible to
reapply for another certificate. Before
revocation of a certificate can occur,
however, the Administration must pro-
vide the accused airman with an op-
portunity for a hearing—unless an
emergency exists and safety in air
commerce requires the revocation to
be effective immediately. In such case,
a hearing must be held within 60 days,
the same time period which applies to
all other emergency certificate actions
sought by the Administrator.

Another important feature of the
bill would preclude the Administrator
from revoking an airman’s certificate
if the individual has been acquitted of
all pending criminal charges. More-
over, if the certificate has been re-
voked prior to such an acquittal, the
Administrator is required to reissue
the certificate.

In addition to these provisions, the
bill also increases the existing criminal
penalties against those who knowingly
make, use or sell fraudulent FAA cer-
tificates with the intention of violat-
ing the drug laws by imposing prison
terms of up to 5 years and fines of up
to $25,000. Similar penalties are also
provided for those who act as airmen
while transporting controlled sub-
stances without a valid airman’s certif-
icate.

Mr. Speaker, I firmly believe that
this legislation will not only assist in
this country’s fight against illegal
drug trafficking, but will hopefully
convince airmen that they not only
risk substantial fines and jail terms,
but their flying careers as well if they
are apprehended while engaging in
this activity.

For the foregoing reasons, I urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 1580.
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Mr. HAMMERSCHMIDT. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 1580,
the Aviation Drug-Trafficking Control
Act, and urge my colleagues to support
this important piece of legislation.

We are all aware of the serious prob-
lems caused by the flow of illegal
drugs into this country. What should
also be of concern is the extent to
which private and commercial aircraft
are involved in this illegal trafficking.

At our subcommittee hearings, it
was revealed that 77 percent of the co-
caine entering this country does so by
air; 41 percent by private aircraft, and
35 percent by commercial aircraft, and
that more than half of the heroin
from Asia enters the United States by
air, primarily by commercial aircraft.

Action is needed to stem the flow
and this bill addresses that need by
strengthening the existing authority
of the Federal Government to deal
with aviation-related aspects of drug
smuggling.

Under the provisions of H.R. 1580—

Revocation of one’s airman certifi-
cate would be mandatory if the person
was convicted of or knowingly engaged
in a drug-related offense and was
either acting as an airman or on board
the aircraft in connection with the vio-
lation. The revocation could be for as
long as 5 years.

A person who knowingly and willful-
ly operated without an airman’s certif-
icate in connection with violations of
drug trafficking laws would be subject
to a $25,000 fine and imprisonment for
up to 5 years.

An aircraft owner who knowingly
permitted an aircraft to be used for il-
legal drug transactions would have his
certificate of registration revoked for
at least 1 and possibly as long as 5
years. This revocation would apply to
all the aircraft owned by this person.

The sale of fraudulent certificates
and the possession of such certificates
with the intent to use them would
itself be a criminal violation, and if
the violation occurred in connection
with illegal drug trafficking, the pen-
alty would be a fine of up to $25,000
and imprisonment for up to 5 years.

Use of fraudulent -certificates or
fraudulent registration markings on
aircraft in connection with an illegal
drug transaction would make the per-
petrator subject to a fine of up to
$25,000 and imprisonment for up to 5
years.

Naturally, all of these penalties
would be in addition to those that
drug smugglers would be subject to
under existing criminal law. I would
also like to point out that these tough-
er Administrative sanctions would be
imposed without violating the air-
man'’s procedural rights.

This bill provides that an airman
must receive an evidentiary hearing
before revocation of his certificate can
occur. This applies in all but emergen-
cy circumstances, in which case a
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hearing must be held within 60 days
after the revocation.

Mr. Speaker, it is apparent that the
existing aviation penalties for drug
smuggling are not sufficient. For ex-
ample, persons involved in illegal drug
trafficking are now subject to loss of
their license for only 1 year. Suspen-
sion or revocation of sn airman certifi-
cate is not mandatory, but is at the
discretion of the FAA. If they should
continue to operate after their license
is suspended, they would still be sub-
ject only to a $1,000 fine.

Existing law is also deficient with re-
spect to those who knowingly permit
their aircraft to be used for illegal
drug operations. Currently, there are
no specific provisions authorizing revo-
cation of an aircraft registration cer-
tificate in such situations.

In addition, there are no provisions
in current law making the selling of
fraudulent certificates, or the posses-
sion of such certificates with the
intent to use them, an offense. And
one who does actually use a fraudu-
lent certificate is subject to a fine of
only $1,000 and imprisonment of up to
3 years.

Accordingly, H.R. 1580 would ad-
dress all of these shortcomings in cur-
rent law by increasing penalties
against owners of aircraft and airmen
involved in drug trafficking.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to em-
phasize that during hearings on this
legislation, H.R. 1580 received wide-
spread support from the Drug En-
forcement Administration [DEA], the
Federal Aviation Administration
[FAA], and the U.S. Customs Service.
Many others have also called for the
sort of tough measures that this bill
would adopt.

I think all of my colleagues would
agree that H.R. 1580 will act as a cred-
ible deterrent to those who are illegal-
ly enriching themselves with minimal
risk to either their airman certificate
or their certificate of registration. It
will send a clear message to narcotic
source countries that the United
States is serious about controlling ille-
gal drug trafficking into this country.

Therefore, I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. MINETA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to my
very fine colleague, the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. NELSON].

Mr. NELSON of Florida. I thank the
chairman for yielding, and I want to
say that I support him and I support
this legislation.

The urgency of the nationwide drug
problem compels this body to take
substantive action to deter the influx
of drugs to this country.

This legislation, increasing aviation
penalties against pilots who partici-
pate in illegal drug trafficking, will
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serve as an important reminder that
drug smuggling will not be tolerated.

According to a congressional com-
mittee investigating the problem, half
of the cocaine smuggled into the coun-
try is transported by private aircraft.
The current aviation laws contain no
specific provisions to deal with those
who operate aircraft for illegal drug
transactions. We must put private air-
craft owners and pilots on notice that
penalties will be imposed on those who
knowingly permit their aircraft to be
used for drug transactions, or who
create fraudulent licenses to operate
aircraft for the use of illegal drug
transport.

I appreciate the significance of this

bill in curbing the flow of illegal drugs
to my own State of Florida and to our
Nation. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this measure.
@ Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, as
chairman of the Select Committee on
Narcotics Abuse and Control I rise in
support of H.R. 1580. I salute Chair-
man MiINETA for the fine work he has
done on this legislation and I am
pleased to note I am joined by nine
other members of the select commit-
tee in cosponsoring this bill. The im-
portance of the passage of the Avia-
tion Drug Trafficking Control Act,
H.R. 1580, cannot be understated. As I
stated before the Aviation Subcommit-
tee, Committee on Public Works and
Transportation, last year, this bill, if
enacted, would greatly enhance our
ability to curtail narcotics smuggling
by building upon the existing regula-
tory jurisdiction of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration [FFAA] for dealing
with drug-related aviation violations.
This would be accomplished without
creating new jurisdictions for the FAA
to enforce. Moreover, the Congression-
al Budget Office has asserted that en-
action of this legislation would create
no significant additional costs. This
bill recognizes the existing problems
that are created by overlapping crimi-
nal jurisdictions, especially with
regard to drug enforcement, and es-
sentially allows the FAA to assist the
Drug Enforcement Administration and
the Customs Service by denying the
privilege of flying and operating air-
craft to those engaged in narcotics
trafficking.

Statistics gathered over a number of
years demonstrate the severity of the
aviation drug trafficking problem. The
Customs Service estimates that 41 per-
cent of all cocaine, a drug whose use is
experiencing an alarming growth,
comes across our borders by private
aircraft. At present this 41 percent
alone represents $13 billion in street
value. Additionally, in 1983, approxi-
mately 1.3 million pounds of illegal
drugs entered the United States by
private aircraft. Further, the incidence
of this method of smuggling, once lim-
ited to the gulf and southern borders,
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is appearing in rapid frequency at all
of our border crossings.

The need for new legislation such as
the bill before us today becomes ap-
parent upon examination of the
present sanctions available to the FAA
under Federal law. The huge profits
garnered by drug trade must be met
with more than a slap on the wrist if
we are to provide a sufficient disincen-
tive to would-be air smugglers. Cur-
rent law includes no specific provisions
dealing with airmen who operate air-
craft in connection with illegal drug
transactions. An airman who presently
operates a civil aircraft with the
knowledge that narcotics and illegal
drugs are being carried in the aircraft
usually becomes ineligible for any cer-
tificate or rating issued by the FAA
for a period of only 1 year. This bill
provides that if convicted of a drug-re-
lated aviation offense the revocation
period may be as long as 5 years, de-
pending on the Administrator’s assess-
ment of excessive burden or national
interest, and not less than 1 year.
Similarly, a certificate may be revoked
for up to 5 years if the Administrator
determines that the aviator served as
an airman in violation of the narcotic
laws whether or not there is a convic-
tion. To protect the airman’'s proce-
dural rights, before license revocation
the airman must receive an evidentia-
ry hearing, and standard judicial
review procedures are also made avail-
able.

To help ensure that those whose li-
cense has been revoked stay on the
ground—the bill creates a new viola-
tion. Any person who knowingly acts
as an airman without a certificate in
connection with a violation of Federal-
or State-controlled substance laws will
be subject to a 5-year prison sentence
and a $25,000 fine. Present law only
provides a penalty of $1,000 for oper-
ating an aircraft without an airman’s
certificate.

H.R. 1580 also extends the period of
time an aircraft's registration can be
revoked, up to 5 years, if its owners
permit it to transport controlled sub-
stances illegally. This aspect of the bill
has far reaching positive effects. Drug
trafficking flights create safety prob-
lems because of the hazardous maneu-
vers smuggler-pilots must undertake
to avoid detection; 491 accidents have
been attributed to unsafe flying by air
drug smugglers alone between 1981
and 1982. Passage of H.R. 1580 will go
far in addressing this growing prob-
lem.

Mr. Speaker, both the strict enforce-
ment of our laws and introduction of
additional sanctions for drug traffick-
ing offenses sends a clear signal to
those countries who export illegal
drugs to the United States that we are
indeed serious about drug trafficking
and dedicated to the elimination of
drug abuse. Such a message must con-
stantly be reinforced if we are to be
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successful in obtaining the coopera-
tion of narcotics source and smuggling
nations in conquering drug trafficking.

H.R. 1580 is a mechanism to deter il-
legal drug smuggling and make the
skies safer for legitimate aviation.
This is achieved with virtually no new
costs and guarantees due process pro-
tection to those whose flying certifi-
cates are placed in jeopardy. It is for
these reasons that I urge quick pas-
sage of this bill.e
@ Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to suport H.R. 1580, which I co-
sponsor, and which would crack down
on aviation drug trafficking. I intro-
duced similar legislation for the past 2
years when the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration indicated it did not have
the statutory authority to effectively
put a stop to pilots and aircraft owners
who were using airplanes to smuggle
drugs across our borders.

According to the Drug Enforcement
Agency estimates, 50 percent of the co-
caine, 35 percent of the marijuana, 75
percent of Southwest Asian heroin
and 80 percent of the dangerous drugs
entering the United States in 1981 are
smuggled by air. The Custom Service
estimates that 1.3 million pounds of
drugs will enter the country by private
aircraft this year. Despite the serious-
ness of this problem, the FAA under
current law has only been able to
revoke for 1 year the certificate of an
airman who is convicted of a drug vio-
lation involving use of an aircraft. In
addition, an airman who flies without
a license is subject only to a $1,000
civil penalty. This is certainly not a
significant deterrent to those willing
to violate our drug laws. It is clear
that more stringent penalties are
needed to combat this threat.

This legislation substantially in-
creased the penalties for airmen who
participate in drug trafficking by re-
quiring the revocation of an airman’s
certificate for 5 years if the holder is
convicted of violating any law relating
to controlled substances—other than a
law relating to simple possession—and
the FAA Administrator determines
that the certificate holder knowingly
served as an airman in connection
with the violation. The Ilegislation
would also increase the fine for airmen
flying without a license in drug viola-
tions to $25,000 or imprisonment of up
to 5 years, or both.

Many important efforts are being
made by Congress to halt the difficult
problems associated with illict drugs. I
am convinced that the provisions con-
tained in this legislation are excellent
weapons for continuing the battle
against bigtime drug smugglers. We
must do everything we can to stop this
poisonous injection of illicit drugs into
our country and I urge the House to
adopt this needed legislation.e
® Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of H.R. 1580, the Aviation
Drug Trafficking Control Act. This
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legislation will be an important
weapon in our Government's effort to
slow the smuggling of illegal drugs
into this country.

This bill imposes increased penalties
on pilots and aircraft owners who
engage in drug smuggling. These pen-
alties will be beyond those already im-
posed by State and Federal drug laws.
The Federal agencies responsible for
enforcing the Nation’s drug laws testi-
fied before the committee that air-
craft and pilots play a very significant
role in illegal drug smuggling. With
these changes in Federal aviation laws,
we will strike at that crucial link in
the drug smuggling chain.

This bill, by imposing aviation penal-
ties for drug smuggling, will substan-
tially curtail the ability of pilots and
aircraft owners convicted of drug
smuggling to participate in any avia-
tion activity, legitimate or illegitimate.
There is no doubt that the penalties of
certificate and registration revocation
will discourage many people from get-
ting into the business of smuggling
drugs. With these new penalties it will
also be more difficult for smugglers to
obtain aircraft under legitimate aus-
pices for illegal activity. In short, we
will be upsetting a major component
of the drug smuggling infrastructure,
thereby making it more difficult for
the smuggler to operate.

Mr. Speaker, the legislation we bring

to the floor today is necessary legisla-
tion that enjoys wide support among
law and drug enforcement officials. I
urge my colleagues to adopt this meas-
ure.@
@ Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 1580, the Avia-
tion Drug Trafficking Control Act,
and urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting enactment of this impor-
tant legislation.

The use of aircraft to smuggle illicit
narcotics into this country is reaching
epidemic proportions. Recent esti-
mates by the U.S. Customs Service
reveal that as much as 41 percent of
all cocaine smuggled into the United
States comes in through private air-
craft. In all 1.3 million pounds of ille-
gal drugs entered the U.S. by private
aircraft. The incidence of this type of
smuggling is showing dramatic in-
creases at all border crossings.

While the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration currently has regulatory au-
thority to deal with drug-related avia-
tion violations, the magnitude of the
current problem clearly indicates that
increased authority is essential if we
are to bring the problem under con-
trol. Any increased authority given to
the FAA would also provide much
needed assistance to the Drug En-
forcement Administration [DEA], the
Coast Guard, and the Customs Service
in these tasks of restricting the inflow
of illicit narcotics to our shores.
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I am firmly convinced that those
who knowingly own and operate air-
craft to smuggle drugs to our shores
should be more severely dealt with
than they are under current law. At
the present time the FAA has the au-
thority to revoke a certificate of air-
craft registration if the Administrator
finds a “cause which renders the air-
craft ineligible for registration.” H.R.
1580 provides that a certificate of reg-
istration must be revoked if the Ad-
ministrator determines that the owner
has knowingly permitted the aircraft
to be use to transport a controlled sub-
stance. More importantly HR. 1580
would also require revocation of an
airman’s certificate if the holder is
convicted for violation of any State or
Federal law relating to the Controlled
Substance Act and the FAA Adminis-
trator determines either that the cer-
tificate holder knowingly served as an
airman or was on board the aircraft in
connection with the violation. The
period for revocation may be as long
as 5 years, and not less than 1 year. In
addition, the certificate may be re-
voked for up to 5 years if the Adminis-
trator determines that narcotic laws
were violated regardless of whether or
not there is a conviction.

Finally, the bill ensures that those
who have their licenses revoked stay
on the ground by requiring that any
pilot who knowingly transports drugs
by air without a certificate in violation
of Federal or State controlled sub-
stances laws can be subject to a 5-year
prison sentence and a $25,000 fine.

Mr. Speaker, we can no longer allow
the growing problem to go uncorrect-
ed, and the Public Works and Trans-
portation Subcommittee on Aviation,
under the leadership of Chairman
NormaAN MINETA, are to be congratulat-
ed for their efforts. Drug trafficking
and abuse in this Nation is at epidemic
proportions, It is the responsibility of
Congress to take effective steps to halt
the flood of drugs to our shores and
protect the health and well-being of
our citizens and our youth. The legis-
lation before us is indicative that this
Congress is not going to stand by and
watch the scourge of drug trafficking
and abuse run wild. It demonstrates
our determination to toughen existing
laws, punishing those who seek to reap
the profits of illicit drugs, while at the
same time making the skies safer for
legitimate aviation. Accordingly, I
urge my colleagues to support passage
of this important measure.@

Mr. MINETA. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California [Mr.
MineTal that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, HR. 1580, as
amended.

The question was taken.
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Mr. HAMMERSCHMIDT. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the provisions of clause 5, rule
I, and the Chair’s prior announce-
ment, further proceedings on this
motion will be postponed.

00 1330

COUNTERFEIT ACCESS DEVICE
AND COMPUTER FRAUD AND
ABUSE ACT OF 1984

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 5616) to amend chapter 47 of
title 18 of the United States Code to
provide penalties for fraud and related
activities in connection with access de-
vices and computers, and for other
purposes; as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 5616

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That this
Act may be cited as the “Counterfeit Access
Device and Computer Fraud and Abuse Act
of 1984".

Sec. 2. (a) Chapter 47 of title 18 of the
United States Code is amended by adding at
the end thereof the following:

“§1029. Fraud and related activity in connection
with access devices

“(a) Whoever—

“(1) knowingly and with intent to defraud
produces, uses, or traffics in one or more
counterfeit access devices;

“(2) knowingly and with intent to defraud
traffics in or uses one or more unauthorized
access devices during any one-year period,
and by such conduct obtains anything of
value aggregating $1,000 or more during
that period;

“(3) knowingly and with intent to defraud
possesses fifteen or more devices which are
counterfeit or unauthorized access devices;
or
“(4) knowingly, and with intent to de-
fraud, produces, traffics in, has control or
custody of, or possesses device-making
equipment;
shall, if the offense affects interstate or for-
eign commerce, be punished as provided in
subsection (¢) of this section.

“(b)(1) Whoever attempts to commit an
offense under subsection (a) of this section
shall be punished as provided in subsection
(c) of this section.

“(2) Whoever is a party to a conspiracy of
two or more persons to commit an offense
under subsection (a) of this section, if any
of the parties engages in any conduct in fur-
therance of such offense, shall be fined an
amount not greater than the amount pro-
vided as the maximum fine for such offense
under subsection (¢) of this section or im-
prisoned not longer than one-half the
period provided as the maximum imprison-
ment for such offense under subsection (¢)
of this section, or both.

“(e) The punishment for an offense under
subsection (a) or (bX1) of this section is—

“(1) a fine of not more than the greater of
$10,000 or twice the value obtained by the
offense or imprisonment for not more than
ten years, or both, in the case of an offense
under subsection (a)(2) or (a)3) of this sec-
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tion which does not occur after a conviction
for another offense under either such sub-
section, or an attempt to commit an offense
punishable under this paragraph,

“(2) a fine of not more than the greater of
$50,000 or twice the value obtained by the
offense or imprisonment for not more than
fifteen years, or both, in the case of an of-
fense under subsection (a)1) or (aX4) of
this section which does not occur after a
conviction for another offense under either
such subsection, or an attempt to commit an
offense punishable under this paragraph;
and

“(3) a fine of not more than the greater of
$100,000 or twice the value obtained by the
offense or imprisonment for not more than
twenty years, or both, in the case of an of-
fense under subsection (a) of this section
which occurs after a conviction for another
offense under such subsection, or an at-
tempt to commit an offense punishable
under this paragraph.

“(d) The United States Secret Service
shall, in addition to any other agency
having such authority, have the authority
to investigate offenses under this section.
Such authority of the United States Secret
Service shall be exercised in accordance
with an agreement which shall be entered
into by the Secretary of the Treasury and
the Attorney General.

“(e) As used in this section—

“(1) the term ‘access device' means any
card, plate, code, account number, or other
means of account access that can be used,
alone or in conjunction with another access
device, to obtain money, goods, services, or
any other thing of value, or that can be
used to initiate a transfer of funds (other
than a transfer originated solely by paper
instrument);

“(2) the term ‘counterfeit access device’
means any access device that is counterfeit,
fictitious, altered, or forged, or an identifia-
ble component of an access device or a coun-
terfeit access device;

“(3) the term ‘unauthorized access device’
means any access device that is lost, stolen,
expired, revoked, canceled, or obtained with
intent to defraud;

“(4) the term ‘produce’ includes design,
alter, authenticate, duplicate, or assemble;

“(5) the term ‘traffic’ means transfer, or
otherwise dispose of, to another, or obtain
control of with intent to transfer or dispose
of; and

“(6) the term ‘device-making equipment’
means any equipment, mechanism, or im-
pression designed or primarily used for
making an access device or a counterfeit
access device.

“§ 1030. Fraud and related activity in connection
with computers

“(a) Whoever—

“(1) having devised a scheme or artifice to
defraud, knowingly and intent to execute
such scheme or artifice, accesses a computer
without authorization, or having accessed a
computer with authorization, uses the op-
portunity such access provides for purposes
to which such authorization does not
extend, and by means of one or more in-
stances of such conduct obtains anything of
value (other than the use of the computer)
aggregating $5,000 or more during any one
year period and affects interests or foreign
commerce;

“(2) knowingly accesses & computer with-
out authorization, or having accessed a com-
puter with authorization, uses the opportu-
nity such access provides for purposes to
which such authorization does not extend,
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and by means of such conduct obtains infor-
mation that has been determined by the
United States Government pursuant to an
Executive order or statute to require protec-
tion against unauthorized disclosure for rea-
sons of national defense or foreign relations,
or any restricted data, as defined in para-
graph r. of section 11 of the Atomic Energy
Act of 1954, with the intent or reason to be-
lieve that such information so obtained is to
be used to the injury of the United States,
or to the advantage of any foreign nation;

“(3) knowingly accesses a computer with-
out authorization, or having accessed a com-
puter with authorization, uses the opportu-
nity such access provides for purposes fo
which such authorization does not extend,
and thereby obtains information contained
in a finanicial record of a financial institu-
tion, as such terms are defined in the Right
to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C.
3401 et seq.), or contained in a file of a con-
sumer reporting agency on a consumer, as
such terms are defined in the Fair Credit
Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681 et seq.);

“(4) knowingly accesses a computer with-
out authorization, or having accessed a com-
puter with authorization, uses the opportu-
nity such access provides for purposes to
which such authorization does not extend,
and by means of one or more instances of
such conduct obtains anything, or causes a
loss, of a value aggregating $5,000 or more
during any one year period and affects
interstate or foreign commerce; or

“(5) knowingly accesses a computer with-
out authorization, or having accessed a com-
puter with authorization, uses the opportu-
nity such access provides for purposes to
which such authorization does not extend,
and by means of such conduct knowingly
uses, modifies, destroys, or discloses infor-
mation in, or prevents authorized use of,
such computer, if such computer is operated
for or on behalf of the Government of the
United States and such affects such oper-
ations;

shall be punished as provided in subsection
(c) of this section. It is not an offense under
paragraph (4) or (5) of this subsection in
the case of a person having accessed a com-
puter with authorization and using the op-
portunity such access provides for purposes
to which such access does not extend, if the
using of such opportunity consists only of
the use of the computer.

“(b)X1) Whoever attempts to commit an
offense under subsection (a) of this section
shall be punished as provided in subsection
(c) of this section.

“(2) Whoever is a party to a conspiracy of
two or more persons to commit an offense
under subsection (a) of this section, if any
of the parties engages in any conduct in fur-
therance of such offense, shall be fined an
amount not greater than the amount pro-
vided as the maximum fine for such offense
under subsection (¢) of this section or im-
prisoned not longer than one-half of the
period provided as the maximum imprison-
ment for such offense under subsection (¢)
of this section, or both.

“(¢) The punishment for an offense under
subsection (a) or (b)1) of this section is—

“(1XA) a fine of not more than the great-
er of $10,000 or twice the value obtained by
the offense or imprisonment for not more
than ten years, or both, in the case of an of-
fense under subsection (a)(1) or (a)2) of
this section which does not occur after a
conviction for another offense under such
subsection, or an attempt to commit an of-
fense punishable under this subparagraph;
and
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“(B) a fine of not more than the greater
of $100,000 or twice the value obtained by
the offense or imprisonment for not more
than twenty years, or both, in the case of an
offense under subsection (aX1) or (aX2) of
this section which occurs after a conviction
for another offense under such subsection,
or an attempt to commit an offense punish-
able under this subparagraph; and

“(2XA) a fine of not more than the great-
er of $5,000 or twice the value obtained or
loss created by the offense of imprisonment
for not more than one year, or both, in the
case of an offense under subsection (a)(3),
(a)(4), or (a)5) of this section which does
not occur after a conviction for another of-
fense under such subsection, or an attempt
to commit an offense punishable under this
subparagraph; and

‘“(B) a fine of not more than the greater
of $10,000 or twice the value obtained or
loss created by the offense or imprisonment
for not more than ten years, or both, in the
case of an offense under subsection (a)(3),
(a)4), or (a)5) of this section which occurs
after a conviction for another offense under
such subsection, or an attempt to commit an
offense punishable under this subpara-
graph.

“(d) The United States Secret Service
shall, in addition to any other agency
having such authority, have the authority
to investigate offenses under this section.
Such authority of the United States Secret
Service shall be exercised in accordance
with an agreement which shall be entered
into the Secretary of the Treasury and the
Attorney General.

“(e) As used in this section, the term ‘com-
puter’ means an electronic, magnetic, opti-
cal, electrochemical, or other high speed
data processing device performing logical,
arithmetic, or storage functions, and in-
cludes any data storage facility or communi-
cations facility directly related to or operat-
ing in conjunction with such device, but
such term does not include an automated
typewriter or typesetter, a portable hand
held calculator, or other similar device.”.

(b) The table of sections at the beginning
of chapter 47 of title 18 of the United States
Code is amended by adding at the end the
following new items:

*1029. Fraud and related activity in connec-
tion with access devices.

“1930. Fraud and related activity in connec-
tion with computers.”.

Sec. 3. The Attorney General shall report
to the Congress annually, during the first
three years following the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, concerning prosecutions
under the sections of title 18 of the United
States Code added by this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a
second demanded?

Mr. SAWYER. Mr.
demand a second.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With-
out objection, a second will be consid-
ered as ordered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
HucHEes] will be recognized for 20 min-
utes and the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. Sawyer] will be recognized
for 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey [Mr. HuGHES].

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Speaker, I
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Mr. Speaker, on September 29 and
November 10, 1983, and March 28,
1984, the Subcommittee on Crime held
hearings on the general issues of
credit card and computer fraud and
abuse. Generally these hearings docu-
mented that our society is increasingly
becoming dependent on numerous
credit cards and other plastic devices,
all of which eventually involve use of
computers and other electronic devices
which also are subject to criminal
attack. For example, there are indica-
tions of a growing problem in counter-
feit credit cards and unauthorized use
of account numbers of access codes to
banking system accounts called debit
instruments. Financial institutions
claim that they lost $128 million from
bank card fraud in 1982—an increase
of 35 percent over 1981 losses. They
further estimate that $40 million of
this figure was just from counterfeit
credit cards which was a 500-percent
increase since 1980. There are also in-
dications that thieves are becoming in-
creasingly sophisticated and in fact
are stealing account numbers and
using them without even getting phys-
ical control of the cards themselves.

As the credit industry and other
parts of our society enlarges its capac-
ity in the use of computer technology,
for example, in the use of “smart
cards” which contain microchips and
are themselves a form of “passive”
computer, there is every indication
that the criminal element is enlarging
its capacity in this area also.

One aspect of this new criminal con-
duct which has received much media
attention lately has been the activities
of some so-called “hackers” who have
been able to access both private and
public computer systems without au-
thorization, sometimes with potential-
1y serious results. The relative ease of
access by the hacker is due to a corre-
sponding proliferation of computer
networking which began during the
1970’s. This phenomenon which is pre-
dominantly interstate in nature was
described in our hearings and brings a
new dimension to computer crime.
Since the computer industry is itself
expanding to the point where it is pro-
jected that some 80 million home com-
puters will be in existence by 1990 as
compared with 5,000 in 1978, it seems
clear that the Congress must not only
bring our laws up to date in the credit
area, but also give serious consider-
ation to deterring the criminal ele-
ment from abusing computer technol-
ogy in future frauds. H.R. 5616 is an
attempt to stem the tide of illegal ac-
tivity in these distinct but interrelated
areas.

WHAT H.R. 5616 DOES

In the credit card area H.R. 5616
prohibits use, production and traffick-
ing in counterfeit access devices and
device-making equipment with a sub-
stantial punishment of up to 15 years
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in prison and fines up to twice the
value obtained.

It also prohibits use and trafficking
in unauthorized access devices which
are valid cards that have been lost,
stolen, and so forth, if the defendant
obtains $1,000 in value in a year or
possesses 15 or more unauthorized or
counterfeit access devices. These of-
fenses can be punished with up to 10
years in prison and fines of up to twice
the value obtained. Repeat offenses in
any of these violations call for a sub-
stantial increase in maximum prison
sentences—20 years—and substantial
fines.

In the computer area the bill estab-
lishes a specific Federal felony for un-
authorized access to computers if the
defendant aggregates $5,000 in illegal
gains in 1 year—other than from just
the use—or the defendant accesses in-
formation requiring protection against
unauthorized disclosure for reasons of
national defense or foreign relations.
These offenses can be punished with
up to 10 years in prison and fines up to
twice the value obtained. Repeat of-
fenses of either of these violations call
for a substantial increase in maximum
prison sentences, 20 years, and sub-
stantial fines.

The bill also creates three misde-
meanor crimes of computer abuse. The
first involves unauthorized access to
information in a computer protected
by the Right to Financial Privacy Act
or the Fair Credit Reporting Act; the
second proscribes the unauthorized
access to a computer if there is a gain
to the defendant or loss to others that
aggregate $5,000 or more in value
during a 1-year period and such activi-
ty affects interstate or foreign com-
merce; and third, if the defendant
uses, modifies, or discloses information
in or prevents authorized use of a com-
puter owred or operated for the U.S.
Government regardless of loss or gain.
These misdemeanor offenses can be
punished with up to 1 year in prison
and fines of $5,000 or up to twice the
value obtained or loss created by the
offense. Repeat offenses of any of
these violations call for a substantial
increase in maximum prison sentences,
10 years, and substantial fines.

There is hardly a week that goes by
when some new incidence of computer
fraud is not revealed. Last week it in-
volved access to NASA's Marshall
Space Flight Center. Just prior to that
there were reports of massive intru-
sion into TRW's credit histories.

Mr. Speaker, the Judiciary Commit-
tee has worked with experts in the
credit and computer crime areas, and
we believe this legislation combined
with active efforts of industry to safe-
guard property will address the emer-
gence of this new type of criminal in
our society.

Protection both through law and
technology can and must be developed
to protect against these new forms of
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credit card and computer fraud. I be-
lieve H.R. 5616 is a responsible ap-
proach to Federal legislation in these

areas.

Mr. Speaker, the Subcommittee on
Crime has had immeasureable help
over the last several months that we
have been working on credit card
fraud and computer crime legislation,
and at the top of the list would have
to be the ranking minority member,
the ranking Republican on the Sub-
committee on Crime, HAL SAWYER.
The gentleman has been very actively
involved in this area of legislation as
well as others affecting the criminal
justice system, and I want to thank
him for his great work in crafting H.R.
5616.

I also want to mention a colleague of
mine from Florida, BiLL. NELsoN, who
worked on computer crime legislation
when he was a member of the Florida
State legislature. It was BiLL NELSON'S
work that helped craft one of the
strongest computer crime bills passed
in the Nation. We thank him for his
great work.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join
Mr. HucGHES, the gentleman from New
Jersey, in support of H.R. 5616 today.
As consumers have grown to rely on
the credit card system and credit
cards, so too has grown the creativity
of the criminal mind with a profit
motive. The sharp criminal no longer
needs to hold up a bank or snatch a
purse; all he has to do is recite a set of
phony credit card numbers on the
telephone.

Even more alarming, a simple survey
of existing law reveals that many of
these activities are not in violation of
any Federal law. For example, an indi-
vidual criminal can counterfeit 50
credit cards at a time and not commit
a Federal crime. Consumers pay for
this; credit card users bear the cost.
The result is the same as if cash were
stolen, and I believe the same punish-
ment should also exist.

Credit purchases are a reality upon
which our society is dependent, and
the cost of credit cards should not in-
clude the profits of the credit card con
artists. Credit card fraud is no less
than stealing and is an inexcusable,
profit-motivated, modern-day scam.
Flim-flammers at the front of these
schemes are sophisticated bankers and
they deserve a swift and efficient pun-
ishment which will both deter these
activities and take the profit out of
the crime. This bill addresses these
aims and I believe accomplishes them.
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This bill also addresses the serious
problem of computer crime. As our so-
ciety grows increasingly dependent
upon the computer, it also becomes
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vulnerable to the equally innovative
growth of the computer crime, and
even the so-called hackers who are not
in for the profit motive but in it just
for the devil of it, one might say.

While this may sound amusing, just
a recent occasion that came to our at-
tention during the hearings, the Drake
University of Iowa had its computer
system entered by a group of hackers
using telephones. They plowed
through the computer at great length.
It contained reams and reams of re-
search material being done at the uni-
versity for many serious objective pur-
poses, as well, of course, as the grade
records and everything else of all of its
student body. As a result of this, it
had to be gone through item by item
and rechecked to confirm that various
things had not been changed which
could have caused great damage had
they been put to use in a changed
form. This cost the university millions
of dollars to do.

So while it may look like a youthful
prank, it certainly far exceeds any
youthful vandalism we have been used
to in the past.

I submit that this invasion of private
records via computers is no less an in-
vasion than the invasion of a house-
hold or the going through of our own
bank statements by some unauthor-
ized person. While we have provided
stiff penalties for actual use for theft
or going into classified material, be-
cause there is much of that on Gov-
ernment computers, we have also pro-
vided for dealing with these so-called
hackers when they engage in this kind
of conduct.

For these reasons, I support H.R.
5616, Mr. Speaker, and I would also
like to commend the gentleman from
New York, HamirToN FisH, JrR., who
has been at the forefront of the credit
card fraud problem. His work in this
area has been extremely helpful to the
committee and is the impetus for
much of the bill before us today.

I would also like to compliment
Hayden Gregory and Ed O’'Connell of
the majority legal staff of the commit-
tee for their work, and Charlene Van-
lier, my own minority counsel on the
committee, who basically are the
people who technically crafted and
put this bill together and researched
its background. I commend them, and
I know the chairman feels the same
way about it.

Mr. GEEAS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SAWYER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

Mr. GEKAS. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I, too, want to com-
mend the minority ranking member
and the chairman of the subcommittee
for a job well done.

It struck me that an important facet
of what you have been able to produce
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here is that in monkeying around with
computers, as some people are wont to
do, that it can become a national secu-
rity problem as well as a problem in
the commercial world. So what has
been done here is to take a solid step
forward in solidifying our capabilities
of fighting those who would intrude
with that part of the computer world
that deals specifically and directly
with the national security.

So it is a twofold weapon that has
been crafted here and I commend the
subcommittee for producing the bill.

Mr. SAWYER. I thank the gentle-
man,

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Florida [Mr. NELsoN].

Mr. NELSON of Florida. I thank the
gentleman for yielding this time to
me.

Mr. Speaker, there is new kind of
criminal that is lurking in the shadows
of criminal activity. He is a highly so-
phisticated criminal. He is a high-tech-
nology criminal, and he is one who,
when faced by the Nation's prosecu-
tors, often find they do not have the
adequate tools to prosecute. The Fed-
eral law books need a criminal law
that will allow our U.S. attorneys to
specifically go after this new type of
criminal activity, computer crime.

As computers become ubiquitous in
our society, we will hear more and
more about this type of crime.

Mr. Speaker, it gives me great pleas-
ure to rise today in support of H.R.
5616, the Counterfeit Access Device
and Computer Fraud and Abuse Act.

As the original sponsor of computer
crime legislation in this body, I have
worked for the past 5 years to bring
this important issue to the Nation's at-
tention, and today H.R. 5616 includes
some of the provisions of the Federal
Computer Systems Protection Act,
H.R. 1092, which I sponsored. I con-
gratulate Chairman HucHES for his ex-
traordinary efforts in this regard, and
his ranking member, Mr, SAWYER.

It has been a privilege to work close-
ly with Chairman HucHeEs and his
staff to develop this legislation which
affords warranted protection of our
Nation’s computer systems.

H.R. 5616 combines significant pen-
alties for computer crime and credit
card abuse, new kinds of crimes that
have come with the country’'s techno-
logical transformation. We must put
on notice those who would be tempted
to use these high-tech instruments for
fraudulent purposes or to steal valua-
ble economic or national security in-
formation.

I believe a Federal law advancing the
principle that violating the integrity
of computer systems essential to the
Federal Government and to the na-
tional economy is wrong, and that per-
sons doing so will be presecuted, will
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serve as a tremendous deterrent to
this type of activity.

Daily newspaper headlines chronicle
the rising numbers of computer crime.
Just recently, the computers at
NASA'’s Marshall Space Flight Center
were illegally tapped—destroying valu-
able computer records.

The TRW computer break-in about
3 weeks ago involved hackers’ access to
one of the largest confidential data
files in the world holding credit histo-
ries of 90 million people.

Not too long ago we had the case of
a former Federal Reserve Board em-
ployee who, upon leaving the employ
of the Reserve, employed by a broker-
age house in New York, stole a pass-
word and tapped into confidential
computer files containing sensitive in-
formation on the Nation’s money
supply.

The 414's, a group of teenage hack-
ers in Milwaukee, made incursions into
more than 50 business and institution-
al computers. Among them was the
Los Alamos nuclear weapons laborato-

ry.

And last year in my own State of
Florida, a health insurance claims
agent generated more than $240,000 in
fraudulent claims to herself and
family members. That case was suc-
cessfully prosecuted under the com-
prehensive computer crime law that I
sponsored as a State legislator in 1978.

Since we passed the Florida law,
over 20 other States have followed suit
in adding varying degrees of computer
crime laws to the State criminal codes.

But, the fact remains that we must
enact legislation to defend our Federal
Government computers from unau-
thorized entry and abuse. We must
protect the developing banking by
electronic funds transfer system and
preserve the integrity of the Federal
Reserve System. And we must safe-
guard business computers in a world
where a terminal may be on every
desk in every home.

Computer crime is sophisticated
bank robbery, trespass, and burglary.
It is serious and the losses caused by it
are already reaching into the pocket-
books of the country’s consumers. Fa-
miliarity with computers is becoming
common experience of tens of millions
of working Americans. But where
people work daily with a powerful tool
such as a computer, there will be those
who overstep the boundaries between
legitimate and criminal uses of these
high-technology devices.

It is my hope that we will pass this
bill today to stand the test of time
even in an industry that is advancing
and changing everyday.

I urge your support of H.R. 56186.
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Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. SENSENBRENNER], a
member of the committee.
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Mr. Speaker, let me say first that I
want to welcome the gentleman back
to the House. As we all know, Jim had
a very narrow escape from a very seri-
ous house fire and sustained some con-
siderable injuries. This is his first day
back, and I am just delighted to see
him here.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I deeply appreciate the remarks of
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
SAWYER]. As the gentleman knows, I
had to jump out of a second-story
window of my burning house in order
to save my life. There are some who
have suggested that I jump out a
window quite often, but that is not
something I would recommend to
anyone.

Mr. Speaker, the information age is
upon us. This country is entering a
new lifestyle that incorporates great
benefits from technology. As we devel-
op reliance upon this new technology,
we must also face the inevitable
misuse of our advances by the criminal
mind.

The computer crime criminal and
the credit card counterfeiter are
highly sophisticated and intelligent
white-collar criminals. They pose a
great threat to all people of this
Nation. The economic harm caused by
these criminals is ultimately paid by
all consumers.

The annual loss to the banking com-
munity through credit card fraud is
far in excess of the proceeds in bank
robberies. In 1982, $46.8 million was
stolen in bank robberies. By compari-
son, over $128 million was stolen from
banks through credit card fraud in
1982, This increase is appalling and we
must rely on our Federal resources to
help reduce this trend.

An ambitious and hard working
fraud user can use a single card to
make $10,000 in fraud transactions.
On the black market, these cards can
be purchased illicitly for about $200.
As long as this highly profitable crimi-
nal enterprise exists with little or no
risk of stiff criminal penalties, we can
be assured of this continuing economic
harm to all consumers.

H.R. 5616 provides Federal law en-
forcement officers with the tools nec-
essary to combat credit card and com-
puter fraud. This bill goes to the heart
of these unacceptable practices by
squarely addressing computer fraud
and credit card fraud with stiff crimi-
nal sentences and fines. I believe it is
incumbent upon us to recognize and
respond to the liabilities of the infor-
mation age. Our society will gain from
this new technology only when we
work diligently to prevent its abuses
by the criminal mind.

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, now
that we have heard from the ‘‘second-
story man,” I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
CoUuGHLIN].
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Mr. COUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I
want to congratulate the distinguished
chairman of the subcommittee and its
distinguished ranking minority
member for bringing this legislation to
the floor today.

Mr, Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of H.R. 5616 which is similar
to a bill I introduced to establish a
Federal penalty for computer crime.

The ever-growing expansion of com-
puter usage has brought with it its
own set of criminal abuses. Computers
link and store information of immeas-
urable worth, vital to our citizenry and
national security as well as the eco-
nomic well-being of our Nation. Tam-
pering with stored data, introducing
fradulent records and altering, de-
stroying, or stealing assets or data can
now be accomplished with a touch of a
button. While Federal and State crimi-
nal laws provide a framework for deal-
ing with computer abuse or computer-
related crime, I believe a specific stat-
ute is warranted which would deal
solely with the use of a computer as
an instrument of crime.

Over the past few years, we have
been confronted repeatetly with the
occurrence of computer crime. Count-
less stories have appeared detailing
the activities of individuals who have
illegally altered computer records for
their own personal gain. A recent
American Bar Association survey re-
ported a total loss to computer crime
of $730 million in 1 year. The extent
of this problem is probably underesti-
mated since many businesses fear that

if they reveal cases of fraud they will
only encourage others to try—so-called
copycat crimes.

Moreover, personal computers and

networking by telephones allow
almost anyone to gain access to com-
puters containing financial accounts,
private information about U.S. citi-
zens, and even national-security se-
crets. Security measures sometimes
prevent offenders from obtaining spe-
cific information but often leave pro-
grams open to the kind of random de-
struction that is becoming more preva-
lent.

Last fall, when I testified before the
Subcommittee on Civil and Constitu-
tional Rights in favor of computer
crime law, I urged the panel to report
a measure it felt could most effectively
deal with curbing computer crime. I
commend the subcommittee and the
full House Judiciary Committee for
providing the House with today’s op-
portunity to vote on such a bill.

I feel it incumbent upon the U.S.
Congress to afford our citizens protec-
tion against computer crime. Accessing
a computer without proper authoriza-
tion is not a sport. It is a crime and it
deserves punishment. A Federal stat-
ute dealing specifically with computer
crime will serve, in my opinion, as an
effective disincentive to those who
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commit such offenses because of their
relative ease.

H.R. 5616 is such a bill. It is designed
to ensure that Federal law prohibits
and punishes computer fraud. Al-
though I would support an even
stronger measure, I urge the Members
of the House to vote in favor of its
passage.

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. GLICKMAN].

Mr. GLICKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of the bill, and I compli-
ment very much the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. HucHeEs]l, who has
been a great leader in bringing a varie-
ty of erime bills to the floor, including
this one.

I am pleased to have had a little bit
to do with this bill in respect to
making it a misdemeanor to basically
hack into a person’'s privacy with re-
spect to financial or credit records.
But I would make the point to my col-
leagues that this only scratches the
surface of the problem of the security
of computers in this country, whether
they be Government computers or pri-
vate computers. We need a national
effort to deal with the issue of protect-
ing information.

With respect to both national securi-
ty information and financial informa-
tion and all other sorts of information,
we need to have better technological
devices on computers to make sure
they cannot be broken into in the first
place. We need better diligence on the
part of operators of computers to
make sure they know what they are
doing when they feed information in
and when they come to changing pass-
words. A whole assortment of issues is
raised by this computer society.

This bill makes a good first start by
making it a crime to improperly enter
into a computer and to do damage, but
with respect to the entire issue of com-
puters in this country, the issue has to
be approached from a comprehensive
point of view.

Mr. Speaker, I compliment my col-
league, the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. HucHEs], for bringing this
very important bill to the floor today.

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I have
no more requests for time, and I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Let me just say to my colleague, the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. GLICK-
MAN], that his contribution was a sig-
nificant one. I think that his amend-
ment in the full committee strength-
ened the bill, particularly with regard
to protecting the privacy of certain
records.

Our Subcommittee on Crime has en-
acted to date and the President has
signed five anticrime measures. We
have about eight or nine other crime
bills in the works, and I do not think
there are any measures that we are
working on that will have more of an
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impact on electronic-age crime as will
this particular legislation.

As my colleague, the gentleman
from Kansas, has said, this is not the
last word. I do think, however, that it
is a milestone piece of legislation, par-
ticularly in the area of computer
crime. It is amazing just how fast this
technology is moving and what it
takes for us just to stay ahead of those
who would abuse the system. All of
our criminal statutes are couched in
terms of tangible property in terms of
trespass as an actual entry. So this
new phenomenon of computer tres-
pass is a whole new area of the law
that we are going to be wrestling with
in the years ahead as the technology
evolves.
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I do not think that there are any
areas that are growing any faster than
the area of credit-card use and credit-
card fraud, computer use and comput-
er-crime abuse.

This legislation will go a long way in
dealing with those that would abuse
these new technologies. T would urge
my colleagues to support H.R. 5616,
the Counterfeit Access Device-Com-
puter Fraud Abuse Act of 1984. It is a
good bill.

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I join
the chairman in urging support for
this bill.

I may say, though, we have a similar
situation in computer fraud as we do
in copyright. We are really carrying
forward very ancient doctrines that in
copyright were designed primarily for
the printed book and printed material
and we are trying to work out applica-
tions of them for satellite communica-
tions and all kinds of electronic trans-
missions.

We are in the same problem with
the computer taking over from enter-
ing physical records or trespassing. It
has been a very interesting exercise
for me in both subcommittees that are
dealing with these problems.

1 want to congratulate the chairman
for doing a very fine job of pushing
this.

I might also say that it is a real
pleasure being a minority Republican
member serving with a chairman such
as the gentleman from New Jersey,
BirL HucHes, who has been very, very
generous in sharing authority and par-
ticipation in the committee and the
subcommittee in its activities. I want
to let the gentleman know how much I
have enjoyed that.

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SAWYER. I yield.

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I do not
want it to sound like a mutual admira-
tion society, but I thank my colleague
for those comments. We have been af-
forded a great opportunity with this
prime legislation. I have enjoyed work-
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ing with my distinguished colleague
from Michigan.

My colleague earlier singled out the
work of the gentleman from New
York, HamiLTOoN FisH, who has done a
great deal of work particularly with
regard to credit-card fraud. I want to
echo the sentiments of my colleague,
because Ham FisE has been of im-
measurable help to us. He introduced
the first legislation, I might say, deal-
ing with credit-card fraud.

I also want to single out the work of
the staff. Hayden Gregory and Char-
lene Vanlier have been very, very help-
ful in this, as well as much other legis-
lation that we have dealt with, and Ed
O’Connor in particular has done a yeo-
man’s job on this particular bill. Ed
has worked on this legislation for over
6 months and has done outstanding
work. His contributions are very note-
worthy.

Thank you.

@ Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5616
responds to a serious increase in
credit-card fraud. Industry statistics
show that losses in 1981 and 1982 weie
nine times as great as the total for the
previous 10 years. In 1983, credit-card
counterfeiting resulted in losses of ap-
proximately $47 million. This stagger-
ing price, which is ultimately paid by
American consumers, deserves a Fed-
eral response.

I am pleased to support HR. 5616
since it incorporates, in a substantial
way, the provisions of my bill, H.R.
3181, which I introduced on June 1,
1983, and which has more than 50 co-
sponsors. I am pleased that by intro-
ducing the first bill ever to address the
rapidly escalating problem of credit-
and debit-card counterfeiting and
fraud, it was possible to prompt the se-
rious examination of this area and the
recognition of the need for credit-card-
counterfeiting legislation.

H.R. 5616 is the result of the diligent
efforts of Mr. HugHEs, the chairman
of the Subcommittee on Crime, Mr.
SAwYER, the ranking Republican of
the subcommittee, and the other mem-
bers of the Crime Subcommittee.
While I am generally satisfied with
the bill in its current form, I continue
to have several technical concerns
about certain aspects of the bill. Since
the other body has addressed these
concerns in S. 1870, I urge the consid-
eration of these refinements before we
send this measure to the President.

This bill represents a carefully con-
sidered effort to deal with the escalat-
ing problem of credit- and debit-card
counterfeiting and fraud. For that
reason, I am pleased to support it, and
urge this body to accept this impor-
tant measure.@

@ Mr. RODINO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 5616, the Counterfeit
Access Device and Computer Fraud
and Abuse Act of 1984. In so doing, I
would like to first commend the chair-
man of the Subcommittee on Crime,
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Mr. HuGHES, and the ranking minority
member, Mr. SAWYER, for their thor-
ough and bipartisan approach to these
new criminal abuses of high technolo-
gy. I would also like to mention that
the ranking minority member of the
full committee, Mr. FisH, contributed
greatly to this bill and in fact was one
of the first to introduce a bill in the
credit-card counterfeiting area. I
should at this point note that H.R.
5616 in general deals with credit and
computer fraud which can be charac-
terized as white-collar crimes and as
such often are neglected both at the
Federal and State levels. The commit-
tee believes that this neglect is a great
mistake and in fact an attack on
white-collar crime can often be much
more productive, economically, to this
country than the more publicized em-
phasis on violent crime.

The prosecution of this type of
crime, which silently robs millions of
dollars from all of the taxpayers, a few
dollars at a time, we believe, must
remain a high priority for Federal law
enforcement. It is in this perspective
we must deal with credit and computer
fraud as we begin an era of a cashless
society where currency and even
checks are becoming a diminishing
part of our everyday life.

H.R. 5616 would make it a felony—
up to 15 years in prison and substan-
tial fines—to use, produce, or traffic in
counterfeit-access device and device-
making equipment. It also prohibits
use or trafficking in unauthorized
access devices if the defendant obtains
$1,000 in value in a year or possesses
15 or more unauthorized or counter-
feit-access devices—up to 10 years and
substantial fines—if such conduct af-
fects interstate or foreign commerce.

It, for the first time, sets up a specif-
ic Federal felony—up to 10 years in
prison and fines—for unauthorized
access to computers if the defendant
aggregates $5,000 in illegal gains in 1
year—other than just this use of the
computer—if such conduct affects
interstate or foreign commerce or un-
authorized access to information re-
quiring protection against unauthor-
ized disclosure for reasons of national
defense or foreign relations.

The bill also creates misdemeanor
crimes—up to 1 year in prison and sub-
stantial fines—for unauthorized access
to information in computers protected
by the right to Financial Privacy Act
(12 U.S.C. 3401) and the Fair Credit
Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681), and
any U.S. Government computer. It
also proscribes unauthorized access to
any computer if such conduct affects
interstate or foreign commerce and if
the defendant gains or cause a loss to
others that aggregates $5,000 or more
in a 1-year period.

In closing, I would like to quote to
you some dramatic statistics from a
recent “report on computer crime” by
a Task Force on Computer Crime of

July 24, 1984

the section on criminal justice of the
American Bar Association:

The annual losses incurred as a result of
computer crime appear, by any measure, to
be enormous, Over 25% (T72) of the survey
respondents reported “known and verifiable
losses due to computer crime during the last
12 months.” The total annual losses report-
ed by these respondents fall somewhere be-
tween $145 million and $730 million. Thus,
the annual losses per respondent reporting
losses could be anywhere from $2 million to
as high as $10 million. Approximately 289
of the survey respondents reported no avail-
able system to monitor or estimate the
value of their computer crime losses.

Federal law must keep pace with
technology. It is as important today to
develop Federal protection for intangi-
ble property such as information and
high-tech credit transactions as it was
to develop Federal law to protect tan-
gible assets in insterstate commerce in
the past.e

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
vield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
HucHEs] that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, HR. 5616, as
amended.

The question was taken.

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 5 of rule I and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks, and
to include extraneous material, on the
bill just considered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

COMMISSION TO ASSIST IN THE
FIRST OBSERVANCE OF THE
FEDERAL HOLIDAY HONORING
MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.

Mrs. HALL of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 5890) to establish a com-
mission to assist in the first observ-
ance of the Federal legal holiday hon-
oring Martin Luther King, Jr.,, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That the
Congress finds that—
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(1) January 20, 1986, is the fifty-seventh
anniversary of the birth of Martin Luther
King, Jr., and marks the first observance of
the Federal legal holiday honoring Martin
Luther King, Jr.;

(2) such holiday should serve as a time for
Americans to reflect on the principles of
racial equality and nonviolent social change
espoused by Martin Luther King, Jr.; and

(3) it is appropriate for the Federal Gov-
ernment to coordinate efforts with Ameri-
cans of diverse backgrounds and with pri-
vate organizations in the first observance of
the Federal legal holiday honoring Martin
Luther King, Jr.

Sec. 2. There is established a commission
to be known as the Martin Luther King, Jr.
Federal Holiday Commission (hereinafter in
this Act referred to as the “Commission’).

Sec. 3. The purposes of the Commission
are—

(1) to encourage appropriate ceremonies
and activities throughout the United States
relating to the first observance of the Fed-
eral legal holiday honoring Martin Luther
King, Jr., which occurs on January 20, 1986;
and

(2) to provide advice and assistance to
Federal, State, and local governments and
to private organizations with respect to the
observance of such holiday.

Sec. 4. (a) The Commission shall be com-
posed of —

(1) four officers from the executive
branch, appointed by the President;

(2) four Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives, appointed by the Speaker of the
House of Representatives in consultation
with the minority leader of the House of
Representatives;

(3) four Senators, appointed by the Presi-
dent pro tempore of the Senate in consulta-
tion with the minority leader of the Senate;

(4) Coretta Scott King and two other
members of the family surviving Martin
Luther King, Jr., appointed by such family;

(5) two individuals representing the
Martin Luther King, Jr. Center for Non-Vio-
lent Social Change (a not-for-profit organi-
zation incorporated in the State of Geor-
gia), appointed by such organization; and

(6) fourteen individuals other than offi-
cers or employees of the United States or
Members of Congress, appointed by the
members of the Commission under para-
graph (1) through (5) of this subsection
from among individuals representing diverse
interest groups, including individuals repre-
senting labor, business, civil rights, and reli-
gious groups, and entertainers.

(b) Not more than half of the members of
the Commission appointed under each of
paragraphs (2), (3), (5), and (6) of subsection
(a) shall be of the same political party.

(c) Members shall be appointed for the
life of the Commission, and any vacancy in
the Commission shall be filled in the
manner in which the original appointment
was made.

(d) Members of the Commission shall
serve without pay, but may, subject to sec-
tion 7, be allowed travel expenses, including
per diem in lieu of subsistence, while away
from their homes or regular places of busi-
ness in the performance of services for the
Commission.

Sec. 5. (a) The Commission shall first
meet within 30 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act for the purpose of
electing a chairperson from among its mem-
bers and shall meet thereafter at the call of
the chairperson.

(b) The Commission may encourage the
participation of, and receive donations of
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money, property, and personal services
from, individuals and public and private or-
ganizations to assist the Commission in car-
rying out its responsibilities under this Aect.

SEc. 6. (a) The Commission may appoint
and fix the compensation of a director and a
staff of not more than five persons without
regard to the provisions of title 5, United
States Code, governing appointments in the
competitive service and without regard to
chapter 51 and subchapter III of chapter 53
of such title relating to classification and
General Schedule pay rates, except that the
director may not be paid at a rate in excess
of the rate of pay payable for grade GS-18
of the General Schedule, and a staff
member may not be paid at a rate in excess
of the maximum rate of pay payable for
grade GS-13 of the General Schedule,

(b)X1) Upon the request of the Commis-
sion, the head of all departments and agen-
cies of the United States may detail, on a
nonreimbursable basis, any of the personnel
of such departments or agencies to the
Commission to assist it in carrying out its
responsibilities under this Act.

(2) The heads of such departments and
agencies are authorized and requested to co-
operate with and assist the Commission in
Acm-r:.dng out its responsibilities under this

ct.

Sec. 7. All expenditures of the Commis-
sion shall be made from donated funds.

Sec. 8. Not later than April 20, 1986, the
Commission shall submit a report to the
President and the Congress concerning its
activities under this Act.

Sec. 9. The Commission shall cease to
exist after submitting its report under sec-
tion 8.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a
second demanded?

Mr. COURTER. Mr.
demand a second.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With-
out objection, a second will be consid-
ered as ordered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentlewoman from Indiana [Mrs.
Harrl will be recognized for 20 min-
utes and the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. CourTeEr] will be recog-
nized for 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Indiana [Mrs. HaLLl.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. HALL of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the bill under consideration,
H.R. 5890.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
gentlewoman from Indiana?

There was no objection.

Mrs. HALL of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is to
create a national commission to pre-
pare for the first national observance
of the national birthday of Martin
Luther King, Jr., who was one of the
world’s greatest humanitarians. The
Commission shall consist of 31 mem-
bers. There shall be four Members
from the U.S. House of Representa-

Speaker, I
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tives, four Members from the U.S.
Senate. The President of the United
States shall appoint four members.
Mrs. Coretta Scott King, who is the
widow of the slain civil rights leader
and humanitarian, two immediate
family members and one person repre-
senting the Martin Luther King
Center for Non-violence Social Change
and an additional 15 members consist-
ing of persons representing every
sector of our society shall make up the
bipartisan Commission. The Commis-
sion shall have a staff not to exceed
five persons and it will have the au-
thority to accept donations for the
purpose of financing the necessities
that will be involved in preparing for
that first observance.

I believe that this is very important
legislation, because we know that last
vear we did adopt legislation to create
a national holiday, but a holiday in
itself is not enough. We would like to
have a meaningful holiday, Mr. Speak-
er, and we believe that in order to do
so, we must have adequate prepara-
tion. We do believe that this legisla-
tion will allow us to have a commission
which is designed to prepare and carry
out a fulfilling national holiday on the
third Monday of January 1986.

I shall point out to you that this
Commission shall exist for 20 months
and after that period of time it will be
sunsetted.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to read the
amendments which we would like to
have considered today. We have two
technical amendments. The first
amendment seeks to provide for the
Commission to have needed flexibility
to hire the staff to operate the Com-
mission for its 20-month duration and
exempt it from chapter 51 and sub-
chapter 3 of chapter 53 of title 5,
United States Code, relating to classi-
fication and general schedule pay
rates.

The second committee amendment
clarifies the committee's desire to
insure that Commission members,
while serving without pay, shall be al-
lowed travel expenses, including per
diem in lieu of subsistence while away
from their homes or regular places of
business for the purpose of carrying
out the duties and the responsibilities
of the Commission.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to add that
we would like to ask the House for its
support. We do feel that this is very
important legislation and we need the
support of the House to get it adopted.

We believe that this legislation will
not only give us the holiday, but as I
said, it will give us a meaningful holi-
day, so that the life and work of
Martin Luther King, Jr., certainly can
be reflected in that first national cele-
bration.

Mr. Speaker, I have several Members
who would like to speak on behalf of
this bill.
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First, Mr. Speaker, I yield such time
as she may consume to the gentlewom-
an from Ohio [Ms. OAKAR].

Ms. OAKAR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my chair for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I consider it a privilege
to have cosponsored H.R. 5890 and an
honor to rise in support of this bill to
establish the Martin Luther King, Jr.,
Federal Holiday Commission to assist
in the first observance of the Federal
legal holiday honoring Martin Luther
King, Jr.

I strongly support this legislation. It
is an appropriate means of guarantee-
ing that the first holiday marking Dr.
Martin Luther King’s birthday will
pay fitting tribute to a person who did
more than any other individual in our
lifetime to advance the cause of social
justice. The legislation also under-
scores our national commitment to
equality, and to the principles for
which Dr. King stood.

Mr. Speaker, nearly 1 year ago, we
were all blessed to be able to witness
an historic event when the Congress
enacted and the President signed H.R.
3345 making Dr. King's birthday a
Federal holiday. Yet, our challenge
goes beyond recognizing his birth.
Now we must ensure that the holiday
remains true to what Dr. King repre-
sented. The Commission will make cer-
tain that it does.

Mr. Speaker, no other holiday serves
as a focal point for encouraging im-
proved race relations or for unifying
the American people in the spirit of
Dr. King’s dream of mutual under-
standing and respect among people. It
is my hope that our celebrating his
birth each year will cause us to reflect
upon his life and the just society of
which he dreamed—one in which all
women and men would be treated with
dignity and equality. Dr. King also felt
that this ultimately would lead to
world peace.

Mr. Speaker, this Commission is nec-
essary if we are to ensure that the
King holiday remains a positive and
constructive force in the lives of Amer-
icans and people all over the world.
Furthermore, the passage of H.R. 5890
will encourage private and public orga-
nizations to assume a leadership role
in the proper observance of Dr. King's
birthday in 1986.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
pay a special tribute to my good col-
league from Indiana, Congresswoman
EaTIiE HaLi, for her sponsorship, lead-
ership, and enthusiasm for bringing
this bill to the floor today. Without
her ceaseless efforts on behalf of this
bill, the Martin Luther King, Jr., Fed-
eral Holiday Commission would not
have been possible. She is to be com-
mended for her foresight and leader-
ship.
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None of us was successful until
KaTie HaLL came to Congress in pass-
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ing this bill. So we, all of us, owe her,
the American people owe KATIE a spe-
cial tribute today and we will through-
out our lifetime for her ceaseless ef-
forts on behalf of the bill for the
Martin Luther King, Jr., Federal Holi-
day Commission, without whose ef-
forts this particular bill would not
have been possible.

I hope that in the future we have
enough good wisdom to see KATIE one
of the Commissioners. I know my col-
league from the other side and I have
discussed this in committee. KATIE
does not like to see us discuss it public-
ly, but we really feel that this is some-
thing very cherished to her and she
would bring forward that kind of feel-
ing and love to the celebration of the
Dr. King holiday. It is for that reason
that I certainly want to commend my
Chair and leader and thank her for all
of her good work.

Mr. COURTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the legislation establishing a com-
mission to commemorate the birthday
of Dr. Martin Luther King, who would
be on the first occasion of the public
holiday, January 22, 1986, only 57
years of age. We often forget that he
indeed during his productive life was a
very young man, a person who had a
great deal of vision and a great deal of
compassion and a great number of ac-
complishments at a very young age.

We passed legislation commemorat-
ing his birthday so that it will take
place on his birthday, January 22,
1986. But as was said by the gentle-
woman from Indiana [Mrs. HaLL] we
are not going to have a meaningful
celebration unless we have a group of
enthusiastic supporters forming a
commission that will get together to
help commemorate such an occasion.

I would emphasize also that this
Commission will be functioning using
private donations, private money, as
Dr. Martin Luther King would have it,
I am quite sure, if he could express his
own desire. He was an inspiration to
millions of Americans while he lived
and he remains an inspiration to mil-
lions of Americans long after his
death.

He was a person who preached free-
dom, freedom from hatred, freedom
from prejudice, freedom from violence.
I can remember very well his beautiful
statement during the march in Wash-
ington, DC, when he spoke so elo-
quently from the Lincoln Memorial
and when he ended up by saying “Free
at last, free at last, thank God Almighty
I am free at last.”

He was a great American who de-
serves not only the holiday but a com-
mission to help make it productive, to
help make it meaningful, to help make
it sacred for millions of Americans for
whom he died and for whom he set a
magnificent example.
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I would like also to parrot the ex-
pression of MAary RosE OAkAR indicat-
ing that I personally would love to see
the gentlewoman from Indiana, the
chairwoman of the subcommittee to
be one of those commissioners. She de-
serves it. This piece of legislation was
brought up year after year after year,
and it was not until KaTie HALL came
to Congress that it actually passed. I
think that is a fitting tribute to her
measure as a Congresswoman.

As Dr. Martin Luther King's life,
Mr. Speaker, cannot be measured by
its longevity, he died at a young age,
certainly Mrs. HaLL's measure of her
productivity as a Member of Congress
cannot be measured by its longevity.
She was here for a short period of
time, but by virtue of the passage of
this meaningful legislation it was
indeed more productive than many of
our colleagues who have been here for
much longer.

Mr. Speaker, I thus rise in support
of H.R. 5890, which would establish a
commission to assist in the first ob-
servance of the Federal legal holiday
honoring Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.

Mr. Speaker, on August 2, 1983, this
body passed legislation designating the
third Monday in January of each year,
beginning in 1986, as a national holi-
day commemorating the birthday of
slain civil rights leader Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr.

Dr. King was a man whose great
vision and determination moved an
entire country. Dr. King had a dream
of equality, equality of rights and op-
portunity for all people. It was for this
dream that Dr. King lived, and it was
for this dream that he died.

The holiday will recognize Dr. King
for his service and acknowledge not
only our debt to this great man but
our national acceptance of his dream,
a dream of a society free from hatred,
free from prejudice, and free from vio-
lence, where there is equal opportuni-
ty for all Americans.

January 20, 1986, is the 57th anni-
versary of the birth of Martin Luther
King and marks the first observance
of the Federal legal holiday honoring
this great man. I feel it is most appro-
priate for the Federal Government to
assist in coordinating efforts with all
Americans of diverse backgrounds and
with private organizations in the first
observance of this Federal legal holi-
day.

The legislation before us, H.R. 5890,
proposes a 31 member commission, to
be known as the Martin Luther King,
Jr., Federal Holiday Commission. The
Commission will serve to encourage
appropriate ceremonies and activities
throughout the United States relating
to the first observance of the holiday.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I would like
to point out one very important provi-
sion in H.R. 5890. The King Commis-
sion will not use any Federal funds
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since all funds for expenditures will be
donated by both individuals from the
private and public sector. The bill pro-
posed requires a final report from the
Commission to the President and the
Congress no later than April 10, 1986,
at which time the Commission will
cease to exist.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank
the gentlewoman from Indiana [Mrs.
Hawrr] for her leadership on this legis-
lation.

Mr. Speaker, seeing no other Mem-
bers on our side at this particular
moment who would like to speak on
this legislation, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. HALL of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume
to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr.
HoYER].

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentle-
woman from Indiana, the chairman of
the committee, for yielding to me at
this point in time. I rise to join her
and many of my colleagues in support
of H.R. 5890, legislation establishing a
commission to assist in the first ob-
servance of a historical and appropri-
ate event, the observance of the
Martin Luther King, Jr., birthday.

First, before getting into the merits
of this particular piece of legislation,
like my colleagues who preceded me,
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
CourTER] and the gentlewoman from
Ohio [Ms. Oakar], I would like to join
them in commending our colleague,
KAaTiE HaLL, for her leadership; her ef-
fective chairing of the committee that
reported out the Martin Luther King
holiday bill; for her working with
many diverse groups; for her ability to
calm concerns about the legislation
from an economic standpoint; and to
impress upon her colleagues in the
House of Representatives and in the
other body, and in the country the ap-
propriateness of the step that we took,
the historic step that we took, and to
join also with them in lamenting the
fact that she will not be serving us in
an elected capacity in the next session
of Congress. That is unfortunate for
us. It is unfortunate for the country
and, in my opinion, it is unfortunate
for the people of her district.

KATiE HaLL served in the Indiana
Senate for 6 years and was there a
leader and has here been a leader.
EaTie HaLL has been my friend and I
am pleased to join her in supporting
this most appropriate piece of legisla-
tion.

In January 1986 we will be celebrat-
ing a holiday, the first observance of
the Federal holiday in honor of Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr. It will be the
first national recognition of the vision
and determination of this great man.
And it is right, it is important, it is
proper that we encourage ceremonies
and activities throughout the United
States to mark this important day. Ob-
servances which will bring the impor-
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tance of the life of Martin Luther
King and the principles for which he
fought to the attention particularly of
our young people and also to all of the
citizens of this Nation and to people
around the world.

H.R. 5890 will establish, as has been
said, a commission to provide assist-
ance and advice to both private and
public organizations planning events
for the King holiday. Because the
Commission would receive donations
from individuals and public and pri-
vate organizations, no Federal funds
would be required. Yet it would pro-
vide an important and needed Federal
service.

Twenty-one years ago, Mr. Speaker,
Martin Luther King, Jr., led over a
half a million people to the Nation's
Capital to sound a protest to the injus-
tice that characterized the treatment
of blacks in this country, and to offer
a challenge and a dream. We have
come far in this Nation in righting
many of the wrongs of which Dr. King
spoke, but there is still, as all of us
would observe, and as Dr. King would
observe if he were alive today, much
that needs to be done.

The observance of this holiday will
be a yearly benchmark from which we
can measure our actions and be re-
minded of the higher goals and ideals
to which we should all aspire. Goals
and ideals that form the basis of this
Nation and the philosophy of Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr.

Mr. Speaker, I feel it most appropri-
ate, as has been stated by the gentle-
man from New Jersey [Mr. COURTER]
and the gentlewoman from Ohio [Ms.
Oaxar] in a bipartisan fashion, that
this body individually and collectively
recommend that our colleague KATIE
HaLyL, be added as a member of this
important Commission, and I would
support wholeheartedly that effort.
She has been intimately involved in
the passage of this important legisla-
tion, setting up this Commission, and
previous to that the legislation which
was its genesis, the establishment of
the Martin Luther King, Jr., holiday.
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to be a co-
sponsor of this legislation and of the
legislation which established the
Martin Luther King, Jr., holiday.
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I trust that there will not be a dis-
senting vote when we move to pass
H.R. 5890.

Mr. COURTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to recapture my
time as there are other colleagues who
would like to speak for a couple of mo-
ments on this side of the aisle.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. COURTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
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gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
ConNTE].

Mr. CONTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 5890, legislation which
would establish a Commission to assist
in the first observance of the holiday
celebrating the birth of Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr. As one who was a
proud sponsor of legislation to estab-
lish this national holiday, I am pleased
to support this bill.

As we know, the bill creates a 31-
member Commission to plan the first
celebration. The committee explains
that they do not want to make this
celebration just another 3-day week-
end. And they are right. As we plan
for the January 20, 1986, holiday, we
should encourage all citizens of Amer-
ica to understand what Martin Luther
King meant to this Nation—not just to
the black people of America, but all
the people of America.

Mr. Speaker, Martin Luther King
strove for peaceful solutions to terri-

‘ble problems facing this Nation in the

1960's. He strove for justice and peace
in a nation torn by racial strife. It is
important that the Commission estab-
lished today—established at no cost to
the Federal Government—educate the
Nation to the work of Martin Luther
King so that the first celebration is
more than just another 3-day week-
end.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. HALL of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
CONYERS].

Mr. CONYERS. Thank you.

Mr. Speaker, I begin my support for
H.R. 5890 by commending our distin-
guished colleague from Indiana, Con-
gresswoman KaTie Harr. The gentle-
woman who has done so much in the
management and leadership on this
bill which will help preserve Dr.
King's dreams and the ideals he stood
for. I want to thank her for what can
be nothing more than a very logical
extension of our commitment to the
memory of Dr. King, a commission
that will examine the best ways that
this country and our citizens can move
forward in the celebration of his birth-
day.

I think that the proposed structur-
ing of the Commission, with particular
respect to the appointment of Coretta
Scott King as well as other civil rights
leaders who will surely be reflected in
it's makeup, goes to the very reality of
the change that is coming in this
country that is now being seen, I
think, and being felt by the passage of
the holiday bill only so recently. Pas-
sage of this bill today, will be yet an-
other step toward translating Dr.
King's dreams and ideals into a practi-
cal living reality.
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Several months before his tragic as-
sassination, King stated with his
unique clairvoyance:

That the struggle for peace and the strug-
gle for civil rights as we call it in America,
happen to be tied together * * * I feel that
the people who are working for civil rights
are working for peace; I feel that the people
working for peace are working for civil
rights and justice * * * We must not allow
our creative protests to degenerate into
physical violence (but) we cannot turn back
* ** no, no, and we will not be satisfied
until justice rolls down like waters and
righteousness like a mighty stream.

King's methods were nonviolent. He
took the moral highground relentless-
ly searching for the ultimate truths.
His beacon was civil justice and peace.
His dream of this epitomized the most
time honored democratic ideals this
country was founded upon, demon-
strating that we can conquer the en-
demic racial and sectional strife within
the pluralistic framework of the
system. He broke the segregationalist
walls that were fragmenting our socie-
ty and built the bridges which help
bind us together. In doing so, he re-
newed our alliance with democracy
and reinvigorated the Constitution.

The issue before us today, is how to
best keep the dream alive and vital.
Why even keep the dream alive if only
to do it halfheartedly.

The objective of the commission is
to give those leaders, who lived
through and who were permanently
shaped by the civil rights upheaval, an
opportunity to work together to deter-
mine how best to perserve the King
ideal, how best to enshrine it in our in-
stitutions, how best to remember the
hope that the dream represented to us
all, and most importantly how best to
teach it to our children.

I rise in support of this bill and sin-
cerely hope that this body will pass it
unanimously.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield.

Mr. CONYERS. I yield to my col-
league from Maryland.

Mr. HOYER. I appreciate the gen-
tleman from Michigan yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I think it ought to be
said on this floor that the gentleman
from Michigan certainly deserves as
much credit as anybody in this body
for his steadfast, courageous, and te-
nacious introduction year after year,
in his encouragement to this body and
to the Nation that we take the appro-
priate step with which this commis-
sion will deal and that of course is the
national celebration of the birthday of
Martin Luther King, Jr.

Mr. Speaker, I think the Members of
the House would again want to reiter-
ate their admiration and thanks to the
gentleman from Michigan for his criti-
cal and long standing and essential
leadership on this issue. I congratulate
the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague. Without his
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strong support for and deep apprecia-
tion of the contributions of Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr., it might have taken
even longer to accomplish our task.

Mrs. HALL of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as she may consume
to the gentlewoman from Louisiana
[Mrs. Bogags].

Mrs. BOGGS. Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. Thank you, Madam Chair-
man, for yielding to me.

I rise in full support of the Commis-
sion for the appropriate celebration of
the Martin Luther King holiday. In a
very practical manner, I have served
on several commissions to celebrate
national holidays. Currently I am on
the Truman Centennial Commission
and I know how vitally important the
work of these commissions are to the
celebration of the events, to the
proper, appropriate, dignified, and yet
joyous celebration of historic events,
particularly those that memorialize
citizens who represent certain signifi-
cant changes in the history of the
United States.

So it is with great fervor that I
would ask the Members of this body to
be certain to pass this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, the Commission is com-
posed i11 a most remarkable manner. It
insures that we will encourage full
participation at the national, the con-
gressional, the State, and the local
levels and yet the private sector will
have a great part in arranging for the
celebration. It also ensures that Mrs.
King, Coretta Scott King, who has,
with our colleague the gentleman
from Michigan, been so persistent in
her hopes for the realization of the
holiday set-aside, will be on the Com-
mission as will other members of the
King family.

We know that this Commission will
pull together all the enthusiasm and
the joy and the plans of thousands of
organizations, large and small. Be-
cause there will be so many plans that
will be made we will need a commis-
sion which will be able to make certain
that the celebration is one of dignity
as well as one of joy and entertain-
ment.

It is with great pride that I come
before you and ask you to support my
colleague, Mrs. HaLL, who has been
one of the most splendid Members of
this House and has shepherded this
legislation as she did the earlier legis-
lation for the holiday institution,
itself, with care, love, and great per-
sistence.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentlewoman from Indiana.

Mrs. HALL of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
I would like to thank the ranking
member of the House Subcommittee
on Population and Census, Mr. CoUr-
TER, and all of the members of that
subcommittee who represent both
sides of the aisle for their ideas, their
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help, and everything they did to make
it possible to get this legislation adopt-
ed out of the subcommittee by unani-
mous vote.

Of course we would like to thank
Chairman Forp and all the members
of the full committee for doing the
same.

Today we come asking the consider-
ation of all Members of this house in
getting this legislation adopted so that
a meaningful celebration can take
place in 1986 and that America can
indeed be proud to have a national
holiday in honor of a person who not
only touched this country but many
persons throughout the world.

He was a great civil rights leader, a
humanitarian, a distinguished member
of the clergy, and a Nobel Peace Prize
winner and he did many outstanding
things to so many people.

We certainly do ask the support of
all.
® Mr. FAUNTROY. Mr. Speaker, I
rise in support of House Resolution
5890, legislation to establish the
Martin Luther King, Jr., Federal Holi-
day Commission, a Commission to
assist in the first observance of the
Federal legal holiday honoring Martin
Luther King, Jr. It is imperative that
we support the creation of such a
Commission in order to ensure that
the celebration honoring Dr. King and
his legacy befit the magnitude and es-
sence of his contributions to our
Nation and to the rest of the world.

The Commission would consist of 31
members, including 4 appointed by the
President, 4 by the Speaker of the
House, and 4 by the President pro
tempore of the Senate. In addition,
the widow of Dr. King, Mrs. Coretta
Scott King, two other members of the
King family, and two representatives
from the Martin Luther King Center
for Non-Violent Social Change would
serve on the Commission. This group
would appoint the 17 other members
in a manner which would reflect the
diversity of America’s population and
interests. Together, these individuals
would act in an advisory capacity to
public and private organizations plan-
ning activities for the holiday. For or-
ganizational and efficiency purposes
the Commission would be allowed to
appoint a director and a staff consist-
ing of not more than five people. The
Commission would make a final report
to the President and to the Congress
concerning its activities no later than
April 20, 1986, after which it would
disband.

This legislation involves no sacrifice
by American taxpayers. The bill pro-
vides that the Commission be funded
by donations from individuals and
from public and private organizations.
The Congressional Budget Office,
thus, estimates no cost to establish the
Commission.
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I was pleased to be a cosponsor of
the bill by which, in passing, our
Nation gave formal recognition to the
importance of Dr. King's life and
death, designating the third Monday
in January as a legal public holiday,
beginning in 1986. In doing this, we
demonstrated an understanding of the
need to continually rededicate our-
selves to the ideals preached by Dr.
King, which included, nonviolent reso-
lution of conflict; reconciliation
amongst all men; and commitment to
the struggle against poverty, racism,
and violence.

Now let us complete the task by en-
suring that the ceremonies and activi-
ties of January 20, 1986, set a prece-
dent to be followed in years to come.
Let us pass H.R. 5890 and establish
this Commission to advise and assist
the individuals and the private and
public organizations participating in
the first celebration of this historical-
ly and morally significant event.e
@ Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
speak in support of H.R. 5890, a bill to
establish a Commission to assure
proper observance of the first official
national holiday commemorating Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr.

I wish to commend my esteemed col-
league from Indiana for taking the ini-
tiative with this significant legislation.

As you know, I previously chaired
the Subcommittee on Census and Pop-
ulation and sponsored the bill which
established a mnational holiday to
honor the life and work of Dr. King.
For this reason, I feel a special respon-
sibility to ensure that the first official
observance of this holiday is handled
in a manner that reflects the esteem
and pride all Americans should feel on
this important occasion.

The Commission will be a temporary
structure and will disband forever
after its work is done. It will require
no Government funding and will be
supported entirely through private
contributions. Thus the bill does not
propose a permanent structure that
will burden the budget and take scarce
resources away from vital areas where
they are needed.

I urge my collegues to support this
bill. Passage of the legislation will re-
affirm the congressional commitment
reflected in the act establishing a na-
tional holiday. It will send a message
to all Americans that the Congress
cares enough about the principles Dr.
King lived and died for. To ensure
that the occasion of the first national
holiday in his honor will be marked by
appropriate ceremony, seriousness,
and support, Mr. Speaker, I know of
no better way to make this happen
than to establish the Commission
called for by this bill.

The Commission will reinforce the
intent expressed in the original act,
and will demonstrate to all Americans
that the Congress continues to care
about social justice and healing the
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wounds inflicted by segregation and
discrimination. This important process
will not be finished when the Commis-
sion ends its work. But establishing
the Commission is a concrete way we
can show that we want to move for-
ward in the future and build the kind
of society in which people are judged
by the content of their character and
not the color of their skin.

I hope my colleagues find it in their
hearts and souls to support this bill. I
again wish to thank the gentlewoman
from Indiana for her efforts in this
regard. Passage of the bill would be a
way of thanking her and showing re-
spect for the contributions she has
made to this body.e
® Mr. ADDABBO. Mr. Speaker, it is
the nature of this body and of the
American people, that when we set out
to accomplish something we don’t just
want to get it done, but we want to do
it as well as we know how. This past
October the Congress passed legisla-
tion and the President signed into law
a measure designating January 26 a
national holiday commemorating the
late Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.
Before us today is a bill which calls for
the establishment of a Commission to
assist in the first observance of that
holiday. Fundamentally, the purpose
of this Commission is to insure that
we don’t just observe this day of me-
morial but, in fact, we celebrate it. Be-
cause more than a day of remem-
brance for Dr. King alone, January 26
is to serve as a time for reflection and
celebration of the principles which Dr.
King lived for and ultimately died for.

Twenty one years ago when Martin
Luther King Jr., wrote from his cell in
a Birmingham jail that “injustice any-
where is a threat to justice every-
where,” he was speaking not only as a
leader of the black community but as
the conscience of our Nation. So long
as anyone was judged by the color of
their skin, their gender or the church
or synagogue where they prayed,
Americans had and continue to have
today an obligation to speak out, to
protest. Who can doubt that without
the accomplishments of Dr. King yes-
terday we would have had a black
Presidential candidate and a woman
vice presidential nominee today. These
are but a few of Dr. King's legacies.

The bill before us would establish a
Commission whose purpose is twofold:
First, to encourage appropriate nation-
wide ceremonies relating to the first
observance of the holiday honoring
Dr. King and second, to provide, with
regard to this observance, advice and
assistance to Federal, State and local
governments, and to private organiza-
tions. The maintenance and expendi-
tures of the Commission are to be
made from privately donated funds
and therefore represent no further
burden on the Federal budget.

We have taken action to honor a
man of immeasurable conviction and
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merit, it is only appropriate that we go
one step further and assure that this
day of remembrance be commensurate
with the great deeds and accomplish-
ments of Di. Martin Luther King, Jr.e

Mrs. HALL of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
I have no further requests for time,
and with that, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. COURTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Indiana [Mrs.
Harr] that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5890, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

EXEMPTING RESTAURANT CEN-
TRAL KITCHENS FROM FEDER-
AL INSPECTION

Mr. pE 1A GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 5223) to exempt restau-
rant central kitchens from Federal in-
spection requirements, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 5223

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representalives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That sec-
tion 301(c)((2) of the Federal Meat Inspec-
tion Act (21 U.S.C. 661(c)(2)) is amended by
adding the following sentence at the end
thereof: “For the purposes of this subpara-
graph, operations conducted at a restaurant
central kitchen facility shall be considered
as being conducted at a restaurant if the
restaurant central kitchen prepares meat
and meat food products that are ready to
eat when they leave such facility and are
served in meals or entrees only to customers
at restaurants owned or operated by the
same person, firm, or corporation owning or
operating such facility.”.

SEec. 2. Section 5(c)(2) of the Poultry Prod-
ucts Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 454(cX2)) is
amended by adding the following sentence
at the end thereof: “For the purposes of
this subparagraph, operations conducted at
a restaurant central kitchen facility shall be
considered as being conducted at a restau-
rant if the restaurant central kitchen pre-
pares poultry products that are ready to eat
when they leave such facility and are served
in meals or entrees only to customers at res-
taurants owned or operated by the same
person owning or operating such facility.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, a second is not re-
quired on this motion.

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. bE
LA Garzal will be recognized for 20
minutes and the gentleman from Ver-
mont [Mr. JerFrorps] will be recog-
nized for 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. DE LA GARzAl.
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Mr. pE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 5223. This bill would provide an
exemption from Federal meat and
poultry inspection requirements for
restaurant central kitchens that pre-
pare ready-to-eat food for sale to indi-
vidual consumers at restaurants owned
or operated by the same person.

Currently, USDA does not inspect
kitchens which distribute products to
only one restaurant. If the central
kitchen distributes food products to
two or more restaurants, though, the
central kitchen must be inspected.

Restaurants, per se, are exempt
from Federal inspection under the
Federal Meat Inspection Act and the
Poultry Products Inspection Act. Res-
taurant central Kkitchens, however,
under USDA requirements, are in-
spected on the same basis as meat-
packing plants and processing oper-
ations and must met the same regula-
tory requirements for sanitation,
equipment, and facilities.

In the view of the committee, ex-
empting restaurant central kitchens
from Federal inspection would allevi-
ate regulatory burdens upon the in-
dustry and minimize taxpayers’ ex-
pense. At the same time, consumers
would continue to be assured that
they will receive wholesome, unadul-
terated, and properly labeled meat and
poultry products. The adulteration
and misbranding provisions of the
Meat and Poultry Inspection Acts
would continue to apply, notwith-
standing the exemption from the in-
spection requirements. In addition, op-
erations at central kitchens would con-
tinue to be subject to local health in-
spection. The committee believes that
the rationale that served as a basis for
exempting restaurants from the Meat
and Poultry Inspection Acts should
apply as well to central kitchens serv-
ing restaurants owned or operated by
the same person.

In the past, restaurants purchased
raw ingredients for their menu items
and prepared them on site at each res-
taurant—in essence a decentralized
food service system. The quality of the
product could vary from one restau-
rant to another depending on the in-
gredients, personnel, equipment, and
so forth. In addition, these decentral-
ized operations were becoming costly
in terms of labor and equipment costs.
With the use of standardized recipes
and new preparation procedures, the
food service industry began to central-
ize its purchasing and preparation of
food products.

The advantage of centralized food
service systems is that, first, quality of
menu items is uniform from one res-
taurant to another, and second, dollar
savings are realized by buying in large
bulk quantities and reducing food
labor costs.
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This is essentially a technical
amendment to include the term ‘res-
taurant central kitchen” in the exclu-
sion for “restaurants’” under the Meat
and Poultry Inspection Acts, since
they are the same thing.

Since central kitchens were not spe-
cifically excluded, USDA expanded its
jurisdiction to include them when in-
specting meat processors and packing
plants. These facilities are not meat-
pa,ckers nor processors. They are res-
taurant kitchens differing only in loca-
tion. They cook with products that
have been inspected at several levels in
the packing/processing stage, and the
kitchens themselves are inspected by
State and local health departments
the same as any other restaurant
kitchen.

Although only about 20 restaurant
central kitchens nationwide are cur-
rently inspected, the regulations
themselves—written for meatpacking
and processing plants—prevent small
restaurant owner-operators from ex-
panding and competing. Most small
operators cannot build kitchens with
aisles as wide and counters as high as
processing plants. They cannot afford
specialized equipment. They cannot
provide specials rooms for inspectors
and pay their overtime.

In March 1983 the Food Safety In-
spection Service of the Department of
Agriculture published a study entitled
“An Analysis of Exemption Provisions
of the Meat and Poultry Inspection
Laws.” Among the various issues stud-
ied was USDA’s policy on inspecting
central kitchens, and specifically, the
question considered was: Should cen-
tral kitchens which distribute meals or
entrees to their owned or operated res-
taurants be exempt from inspection?

The Food Safety Inspection Service
report concluded:

Central kitchens producing food products
for their own restaurants encounter many
regulatory burdens when under inspection.
These central kitchens were established to
insure that uniform quality products are
served to their clientele regardless of which
restaurant serves the product. With the nu-
merous State and local health codes, Feder-
al inspection of these operations has mar-
ginal benefits to the consumer. Exempting
central kitchens which provide meat/poul-
try food products to their own restaurants
would eliminate the different inspection
policies for central kitchens and caterers,
and insure a consistent, fairer policy for
both. Other adequate considerations, such
as local health and mspection requirements,
still insure that consumers would receive
wholesome, unadulterated products. Howev-
er, central kitchens offering their products
for resale should remain under inspection.

The amendment is strictly limited in
scope. It does not exempt any central
kitchens that provides any food for a
restaurant or facility that is not
owned by the owner of the central
kitchen, even if most of the meat food
products so prepared are served in res-
taurants owned by the same person
that owns the central kitchen. This
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means, for example, that food pre-
pared in central kitchens for sale to
airlines would not be covered by the
exemption. Likewise, those central
kitchens which cook food to be sold in
packaged form would continue to be
inspected. The effect of the amend-
ment is that restaurant central kitch-
en facilities that comport with the
foregoing requirements would be
exempt from Federal inspecticn, re-
gardless of whether its operations
were intrastate or interstate.

It had been my hope that this
matter could be resolved administra-
tively. However, the Office of General
Counsel of the U.S. Department of Ag-
riculture issued a legal opinion that an
exemption for restaurant central
kitchens from Federal inspection can
be brought about only through statu-
tory amendment.

My bill will help bring about this
much desired reform.

The Department of Agriculture rec-
ommends this legislation.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
support of this bill.

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 5223, a bill to exempt central
kitchens from the requirements of the
Federal Meat Inspection Act.

Central Kitchens are facilities where
a restaurateur prepares food for distri-
bution to other serving sites. Such
kitchens are becoming increasingly
popular as competition within the in-
dustry causes businesses to seek ways
of reducing costs.

The Federal Meat Inspection Act in
effect now treats such operations as
meat packing or processing plants. It
did not necessarily intend this; indeed,
those who designed the meat inspec-
tion program years ago did not forsee
the development of central kitchens
distributing ready-to-eat foods to sat-
ellite serving sites.

This bill will simply cause such cen-
tral kitchens to be treated as are ap-
proximately 500,000 other restaurants
where food is prepared and served at
the same site. These central kitchens
are not meat packing or processing
plants, although an interpetation of
the Federal Meat Inspection Act now
treats them as such. Like the kitchens
in virtually all other restaurants, they
use State or federally inspected meat
products in preparing their meals. As
it now stands, these central kitchens
are subjected to an unnecessary dupli-
cation of inspection, a duplication that
is costly and produces little if any ben-
efit for consumers.

Let me reiterate that restaurant
kitchens in general are not inspected
by State or Federal meat inspectors.
They use federally inspected meats
and are inspected as to cleanliness by
their local or State health depart-
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ment. Central kitchens are subject to
these same checks on their products
and procedures, but are in addition un-
necessarily subjected to a second in-
spection of meat products.

Only this duplicative inspection of
meat products will be eliminated by
this bill. The protection afforded to
consumers by the fact that the meat
that these kitchens use is State or fed-
erally inspected and that the appropri-
ate health departments inspect and li-
cense them will continue.

This bill will exempt central kitch-
ens from these requirements only if
the food that they prepare is ready to
eat when it leaves the kitchen and if
that food is served to customers at res-
taurants owned or operated by the
owner or operator of the central kitch-
en. In other words, the exemption is
rather narrowly drawn so that the line
of responsibility is kept quite clear.

In committee there was some contro-
versy over the fact that meat prepared
in central kitchens might cross State
lines in contravention of the Federal
Meat Inspection Act. This bill makes
ciear that central kitchens exempted
from Federal meat inspection may
only serve restaurants in the same
State.

Mr. Speaker, this bill will bring the
Federal Meat Act into conformity with
the needs of a rapidly changing indus-
try. It is a narrow exemption that, in
my opinion, will not weaken in any
way the all-important protection that
the Federal Meat Inspection Act pro-
vides our citizens.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. DE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. DE LA
GaRrzal that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, HR. 5223, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

HONEY RESEARCH, PROMOTION,

AND CONSUMER
TION ACT

Mr. pE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 5358) to enable honey
producers and handlers to finance a
nationally coordinated research, pro-
motion, and consumer information
program designed to expand their
markets for honey, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

INFORMA-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

H.R. 5358

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled,

SHORT TITLE

Sectrion 1. This Act may be cited as the
‘“Honey Research, Promotion, and Con-
sumer Information Act".

FINDINGS AND DECLARATION OF POLICY

SEc. 2. The Congress finds that:

(1) Honey is produced by many individual
producers in every State in the United
States.

(2) Honey and honey products move in
large part in the channels of interstate and
foreign commerce, and honey which does
not move in such channels directly burdens
or affects interstate commerce.

(3) In recent years, large quantities of low-
cost, imported honey have been brought
into the United States, replacing domestic
honey in the normal trade channels.

(4) The maintenance and expansion of ex-
isting honey markets and the development
of new or improved markets or uses are vital
to the welfare of honey producers and those
concerned with marketing, using, and proe-
essing honey, along with those engaged in
general agricultural endeavors requiring
bees for pollinating purposes.

(5) The honey production industry within
the United States is comprised mainly of
small- and medium-sized businesses.

(6) The development and implementation
of coordinated programs of research, promo-
tion, and consumer education necessary for
the maintenance of markets and the devel-
opment of new markets have been inad-
equate.

(7) Without cooperative action in provid-
ing for and financing such programs, honey
producers, honey handlers, wholesalers, and
retailers are unable to implement programs
of research, promotion, and consumer edu-
cation necessary to maintain and improve
markets for these products.

(bX1) It is, therefore, the purpose of this
Act to authorize the establishment of an or-
derly procedure for the development and fi-
nancing, through an adequate assessment,
of an effective and coordinated program of
research, promotion, and consumer educa-
tion designed to strengthen the position of
the honey industry in the marketplace and
maintain, develop, and expand markets for
honey and honey products.

(2) Nothing in this Act may be construed
to dictate quality standards for honey, pro-
vide for control of its production, or other-
wise limit the right of the individual honey
producer to produce honey. This Act treats
foreign producers equitably, and nothing in
this Act may be construed as a trade barrier
to honey produced in foreign countries.

DEFINITIONS

SEc. 3. As used in this Act:

(1) The term “honey” means the nectar
and saccharine exudations of plants which
are gathered, modified, and stored in the
comb by honey bees,

(2) The term “honey products” means
products produced, in whole or part, from
honey.

(3) The term “Secretary” means the Sec-
retary of Agriculture,

(4) The term “person’” means any individ-
ual, group of individuals, partnership, cor-
poration, association, cooperative, or any
other entity.

(5) The term “producer’” means any
person who produces honey in the United
States for sale in commerce.
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(6) The term “handler” means any person
who handles honey.

(7) The term “handle” means to sell, pack-
age, or process honey.

(8) The term “importer” means any
person who imports honey or honey prod-
ucts into the United States or who acts as
an agent, broker, or consignee for any
person or nation that producers honey out-
side of the United States for sale in the
United States.

(9) The term “producer-packer” means
any person who is both a producer and han-
dler of honey.

(10) The term “promotion” means any
action, including paid advertising, pursuant
to this Act, to present a favorable image for
honey or honey products to the public with
the express intent of improving the com-
petitive position and stimulating sales of
honey or honey products.

(11) The term “research” means any type
of research designed to advance the image,
desirability, usage marketability, produc-
tion, or quality of honey or honey products.

(12) The term ‘“consumer education”
means any action to provide information on
the usage and care of honey or honey prod-
ucts.

(13) The term "“marketing” means the sale
or other disposition in commerce of honey
or honey products.

(14) The term “Committee” means the
National Honey Nominations Committee
provided for under section 7(b) of this Act.

(15) The term “Honey Board” means the
board provided for under section 7(c) of this
Act.

(16) The term “State association” means
that organization of beekeepers in a State
which is generally recognized as represent-
ing the beekeepers of that State.

(17) The term "“State” means any of the
several States, The District of Columbia and
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico.

HONEY RESEARCH, PROMOTION, AND CONSUMER
INFORMATION ORDER

Skc. 4. To effectuate the declared policy of
this Act, the Secretary shall, subject to the
provisions of this Act, issue and, from time
to time, amend orders applicable to persons
engaged in the production, sale or handling
of honey and honey produets in the United
States and the importation of honey and
honey products into the United States.

NOTICE AND HEARING

Sec. 5. Whenever the Secretary has reason
to believe that the issuance of an order will
assist in carrying out the purpose of this
Act, the Secretary shall provide due notice
of and opportunity for a hearing upon a
proposed order, Such hearing may be re-
quested and a proposal for an order submit-
ted by any organization or interested person
affected by the provisions of this Act.

FINDINGS AND ISSUANCE OF AN ORDER

Sec. 6. After notice of and opportunity for
a hearing has been provided in accordance
with section 5 of this Act, the Secretary
shall issue an order if the Secretary finds,
and sets forth in such order, that, upon the
evidence introduced at such hearing, the is-
suance of such order and all the terms and
conditions thereof will assist in carrying out
the purpose of this Act.

REQUIRED TERMS OF AN ORDER

Sec. 7. (a) Any order issued by the Secre-
tary under this Act shall contain the terms
and conditions described in this section and,
except as provided in section 8 of this Act,
no others.
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(b)X1) Such order shall provide for the es-
tablishment and appointment by the Secre-
tary of a National Honey Nominations Com-
mittee which shall consist of not more than
one member from each State, from nomina-
tions submitted by each State association. If
a State association does not submit a nomi-
nation, the Secretary may provide for nomi-
nations from that State to be made in a dif-
ferent manner, except that if a State which
is not one of the top twenty honey-produc-
ing States in the United States (as deter-
mined by the Secretary) does not submit a
nomination, such State shall not be repre-
sented on the Committee.

(2) Members of the Committee shall serve
for three-year terms with no members serv-
ing more than two consectutive three-year
terms, except that the initial appointments
to the Committee shall be staggered with an
equal number of members appointed, to the
maximum extent possible, to one-year, two-
year, and three-year terms.

(3) The Committee shall select its Chair-
man by a majority vote.

(4) The Members of the Committee shall
serve without compensation but shall be re-
imbursed for their reasonable expenses in-
curred in performing their duties as mem-
bers of the Committee.

(5) The Committee shall nominate the
members and alternates of the Honey Board
and submit such nominations to the Secre-
tary. In making such nominations, the Com-
mittee shall meet annually, except that
after the first annual meeting, when deter-
mined by the Chairman, the Committee
may conduct its business by mail ballot in
lieu of an annual meeting. In order to nomi-
nate members to the Honey Board, at least
50 per centum of the members from the
twenty leading honey producing States
must vote. A majority of the National
Honey Nominations Committee shall consti-
tute a quorum for voting at an annual meet-
ing. In the case of a mail ballot, votes must
be received from a majority of the Commit-
tee.
(c)(1) The order described in subsection
(a) shall provide for the establishment and
appointment by the Secretary of a Honey
Board in accordance with this subsection.

(2) The membership of the Honey Board
shall consist of—

(A) seven members who are honey produc-
ers appointed from nominations submitted
by the National Honey Nominations Com-
mittee, one from each of seven regions of
the United States which shall be established
by the Secretary on the basis of the produc-
tion of honey in the different areas of the
country;

(B) two members who are handlers of
honey appointed from nominations submit-
ted by the Committee from recommenda-
tions made by industry organizations repre-
senting handler interests;

(C) two members who are importers ap-
pointed from nominations submitted by the
Committee from recommendations made by
industry organizations representing import-
er interests;

(D) one member who is an officer or em-
ployee of a honey marketing cooperative ap-
pointed from nominations submitted by the
Committee; and

(E) one member selected by the Secretary
from the general public.

The Committee shall also nominate an al-
ternate or alternates for each member of
the Honey Board described in subparagraph
(A) through (D), and the Secretary shall ap-
point an alternate for the member described
in subparagraph (E). Such alternates shall
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be appointed in the same manner as mem-
bers are and shall serve only whenever the
member is absent from a meeting or is dis-
qualified.

(3) Members of the Honey Board shall
serve for three-year terms with no member
serving more than two consecutive three-
year terms except that the initial appoint-
ments to the Honey Board shall be stag-
gered with an equal number of members ap-
pointed, to the maximum extent possible, to
one-year, two-year, and three-year terms.

(4) In the event any member of the Honey
Board ceases to be a member of the catego-
ry of members from which the member was
appointed to the Honey Board, such person
shall be automatically replaced by an alter-
nate.

(5) The members of the Honey Board
shall serve without compensation but shall
be reimbursed for their reasonable expenses
incurred in performing their duties as mem-
bers of the Honey Board.

(6) The powers and duties of the Honey
Board shall be to—

(A) administer any order, issued by the
Secretary under this Act, in accordance with
its terms and provisions and consistent with
the provisions of this Act;

(B) prescribe rules and regulations to ef-
fectuate the terms and provisions of such an
order;

(C) receive, investigate, and report to the
Secretary, accounts of violations of such an
order;

(D) make recommendations to the Secre-
tary with respect to amendments which
should be made to such order; and

(E) employ a manager and staff.

(d) The Honey Board shall prepare and
submit to the Secretary, for the Secretary's
approval, a budget (on a fiscal period basis)
of its anticipated expenses and disburse-
ments in the administration of the order, in-
cluding probable costs of research, promo-
tion, and consumer information.

(eX(1) The Honey Board shall administer
collection of the assessment provided for in
this paragraph to finance the expenses de-
scribed in subsections (d) and (f). For the
first year in which the plan is in effect, the
assessment rate shall be $0.01 per pound,
with payment to be made in the manner de-
scribed in section 9. After the first year, the
Honey Board may submit to the Secretary a
request for an increase in the assessment
rate not to exceed 0.5 cent per year, but at
no time may the total assessment rate
exceed $0.04 per pound.

(2) A producer or producer-packer who
produces, or handles, or produces and han-
dles less than six thousand pounds of honey
per year or an importer who imports less
than six thousand pounds of honey per year
shall be exempt from the assessment. In
order to claim such an exemption, a person
shall submit an application to the Honey
Board stating that their production, han-
dling, or importation of honey shall not
exceed six thousand pounds for the year for
which the exemption is claimed.

(f) Punds collected by the Honey Board
from the assessments shall be used by the
Honey Board for financing research, promo-
tion, and consumer information, other ex-
penses as described in subsection (d), such
other expenses for the administration,
maintenance, and functioning of the Honey
Board as may be authorized by the Secre-
tary, any reserve established under section
8(5), and those administrative costs incurred
by the Department of Agriculture pursuant
to this Act after an order has been promul-
gated under this Act. The Secretary shall be
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reimbursed from assessments collected by
the Honey Board for any expenses incurred
for the conduct of referenda.

(g) No promotion funded with assessments
collected under this Act may make any false
or unwarranted claims on behalf of honey
or its products or false or unwarranted
statements with respect to the attributes or
use of any competing product.

(h) No funds collected through assess-
ments authorized by this Act may, in any
manner, be used for the purpose of influenc-
ing governmental policy or action, except
for making recommendations to the Secre-
tary as provided for in this Act.

(i)’ The Honey Board shall develop and
submit to the Secretary, for approval, plans
for research, promotion, and consumer in-
formation. Any such plans or projects must
be approved by the Secretary before becom-
ing effective. The Honey Board may enter
into contracts or agreements with the ap-
proval of the Secretary for the development
and carrying out of research, promotion,
and consumer information, and for the pay-
ment of the cost thereof with funds collect-
ed pursuant to this Act.

(j) The Honey Board shall maintain books
and records and prepare and submit to the
Secretary such reports from time to time as
may be required for appropriate accounting
with respect to the receipt and disburse-
ment of funds entrusted to it and cause a
complete audit report to be submitted to the
Secretary at the end of each fiscal year.

PERMISSIVE TERMS AND PROVISIONS

Sec. 8. On the recommendation of the
Honey Board, and with the approval of the
Secretary, an order issued pursuant to this
Act may contain one or more of the follow-
ing provisions:

(1) Providing authority to exempt from
the provisions of the order honey use for ex-
porting and providing authority for the
Honey Board to require satisfactory safe-
giusrds against improper use of such exemp-
tion.

(2) Providing that in a State with an exist-
ing marketing order with respect to honey,
the objectives of which the Secretary deter-
mines are comparable to the program estab-
lished under this Act, there shall be paid to
the Honey Board as provided in section 9
that portion of the national assessment
which is above the State assessment, if any,
actually paid on such honey.

(3) Providing for authority to designate
different handler payment and reporting
schedules to recognize differences in mar-
keting practices and procedures.

(4) Providing that the Honey Board may
convene from time to time working groups
drawn from producers, honey handlers, im-
porters, exporters, members of the whole-
sale or retail outlets for honey, or other
members of the public to assist in the devel-
opment of research and marketing pro-
grams for honey.

(5) Providing for authority to accumulate
reserve funds from assessments collected
pursuant to this Act to permit an effective
and continuous coordinated program of re-
search, promotion, and consumer informa-
tion, in years when the production and as-
sessment income may be reduced, but the
total reserve fund may not exceed the
amount budgeted for one year’s operation.

(6) Providing for the authority to use
funds collected under this Act with the ap-
proval of the Secretary for the development
and expansion of honey and honey product
sales in foreign markets.
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(T) Providing for terms and conditions in-
cidental to, and not inconsistent with, the
terms and conditions specified in this Act
and necessary to effectuate the other provi-
sions of such an order.

COLLECTION OF ASSESSMENT, REFUNDS

Sec. 9. (a) Except as provided by subsec-
tions (c), (d), and (e), the first handler of
honey shall be responsible for the collection
from the producer, and payment to the
Honey Board, of assessments authorized by
this Act.

(b) The first handler shall maintain a sep-
arate record on each producer’s honey so
handled, including honey owned by the han-
dler.

(c) The assessment on imported honey
and honey products shall be paid by the im-
porter at the time of entry into the United
States and shall be remitted to the Honey
Board.

(d) In any case in which a loan is made
with respect to any honey under the Honey
Loan Price Support Program, the Secretary
shall provide that the assessment shall be
deducted from the proceeds of the loan and
that the amount of such assessment shall be
forwarded to the Honey Board. When such
loan is redeemed, the Secretary shall pro-
vide the producer with proof of payment of
the assessment.

(e) Producer-packers shall pay to the
Honey Board the assessment on the honey
they produce.

(f) Handlers, importers, and producer-
packers responsible for payment of assess-
ments shall maintain and make available for
inspection by the Secretary such books and
records as are required by the order and file
reports at the times, in the manner, and
having the content prescribed by the order,
so that information and data shall be made
available to the Honey Board and to the
Secretary which is appropriate or necessary
to the effectuation, administration, or en-
forcement of the act or of any order or reg-
ulation issued pursuant to this Act.

(g) All information obtained pursuant to
subsection (f) shall be kept confidential by
all officers and employees of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture and of the Honey
Board. Only such information as the Secre-
tary deems relevant shall be disclosed and
only in a suit or administrative hearing
brought at the request of the Secretary or
to which the Secretary or any officer of the
United States is a party involving the order
with reference to which the information
was furnished or acquired. Nothing in this
section prohibits—

(1) issuance of general statements based
upon the reports of a number of handlers
subject to any order, if such statements do
not identify the information furnished by
any person, or

(2) the publication by direction of the Sec-
retary, of the name of any person violating
any order issued under this Act, together
with a statement of the particular provi-
sions of the order violated by such person.

(h) Any producer or importer may obtain
a refund of the assessment collected from
the producer or importer if demand is made
within the time and in the manner pre-
scribed by the Honey Board and approved
by the Secretary, except that, during any
year, the amount of refunds made to im-
porters, as a percentage of total assessments
collected from importers, shall not exceed
the amount of refunds made to domestic
producers, as a percentage of total assess-
ments collected from such producers. Such
refund shall be made by the Honey Board in
June and December of each year.
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PETITION AND REVIEW

Skc. 10. (a) Any person subject to an order
may file, within a period prescribed by the
Secretary, a written petition with the Secre-
tary, stating that such order or any provi-
sion of such order or any obligation imposed
in connection therewith is not in accordance
with law and requesting a modification
thereof or to be exempted therefrom. Such
person shall thereupon be given an opportu-
nity for a hearing upon such petition, in ac-
cordance with regulations made by the Sec-
retary. After such hearing, the Secretary
shall make a ruling upon such petition
which shall be final, if in accordance with
law.

(b) The district courts of the United
States in any district in which such person
is an inhabitant, or carries on business, are
hereby vested with jurisdiction to review
such ruling, provided a complaint for that
purpose is filed within twenty days from the
date of the entry of such ruling. Service of
process in such proceedings may be had
upon the Secretary by delivering to the Sec-
retary a copy of the complaint. If the court
determines that such ruling is not in accord-
ance with law, it shall remand such proceed-
ings to the Secretary with directions either
(1) to make such ruling as the court shall
determine to be in accordance with law, or
(2) to take such further proceedings as, in
its opinion, the law requires. The pendency
of proceedings instituted pursuant to sub-
section (a) of this section shall not impede,
hinder, or delay the United States or the
Secretary from obtaining relief pursuant to
section 11 of this Act.

ENFORCEMENT

Sec. 11. (a) The several district courts of
the United States are vested with jurisdic-
tion specifically to enforce, and to prevent
and restrain any person from violating, any
plan or regulation issued under this Act.
The facts relating to any civil action author-
ized to be brought under this subsection
shall be referred to the Attorney General
for appropriate action. Nothing in this Act
shall be construed as requiring the Secre-
tary to refer to the Attorney General viola-
tions of this Act whenever the Secretary be-
lieves that the administration and enforce-
ment of any such plan or regulation would
be adequately served by administrative
action under subsection (b) or suitable writ-
ten notice or warning to any person commit-
ting such violations.

(b)X1) Any person who violates any provi-
sion of any plan or regulation issued by the
Secretary under this Act, or who fails or re-
fuses to pay, collect, or remit any assess-
ment or fee duly required of such person
thereunder, may be assessed a civil penalty
by the Secretary of not less than $500 nor
more than $5,000 for each such violation.
Each violation shall be a separate offense.
In addition to or in lieu of such civil penalty
the Secretary may issue an order requiring
such person to cease and desist from con-
tinuing such violations. No penalty shall be
assessed or cease and desist order issued
unless such person is given notice and op-
portunity for a hearing before the Secretary
with respect to such violation, and the order
of the Secretary assessing a penalty or im-
posing a cease and desist order shall be final
and conclusive unless the affected person
files an appeal from the Secretary’'s order
with the appropriate United States court of
appeals.

(2) Any person against whom a violation is
found and a civil penalty assessed or cease
and desist order issued under paragraph (1)
may obtain review in the court of appeals of
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the United States for the circuit in which
such person resides or carries on business or
in the United States Court of Appeals for
the District of Columbia Circuit by filing a
notice of appeal in such court within thirty
days from the date of such order and by si-
multaneously sending a copy of such notice
by certified mail to the Secretary. The Sec-
retary shall promptly file in such court a
certified copy of the record upon which
such violation was found. The findings of
the Secretary shall be set aside only if
found to be unsupported by substantial evi-
dence.

(3) Any person who fails to obey a cease
and desist order after it has become final
and unappealable, or after the appropriate
court of appeals has entered a final judg-
ment in favor of the Secretary, shall be sub-
ject to a civil penalty assessed by the Secre-
tary, after opportunity for a hearing and for
judicial review under the procedures speci-
fied in paragraphs (1) and (2) of nor more
than $500 for each offense, and each day
during which such failure continues shall be
deemed a separate offense.

(4) If any person fails to pay an assess-
ment of a civil penalty after it has become a
final and unappealable order, or after the
appropriate court of appeals has entered
final judgment in favor of the Secretary,
the Secretary shall refer the matter to the
Attorney General for recovery of the
amount assessed in any appropriate district
court of the United States. In such action,
the validity and appropriateness of the final
order imposing the civil penalty shall not be
subject to review.

REQUIREMENTS OF REFERENDUM

Sec. 12, For the purpose of ascertaining
whether issuance of an order is approved or
favored by producers and importers, the
Secretary shall conduct a referendum
among those producers and importers not
exempt under section 7(e)2) who, during a
representative period determined by the
Secretary, have been engaged in the produc-
tion and importation of honey. No order
issued pursuant to this Act shall be effective
unless the Secretary determines that the is-
suance of such an order is approved or fa-
vored by not less than two-thirds of the pro-
ducers and importers voting in such referen-
dum or by a majority of the producers and
importers voting in such referendum if such
majority produced and imported not less
than two-thirds of the honey produced and
imported during the representative period.
The ballots and other information or re-
ports which reveal, or tend to reveal, the
vote of any producer or importer of honey
shall be held strictly confidential and shall
not be disclosed.

SUSPENSION AND TERMINATION

Sec. 13. (a) Whenever the Secretary finds
that any order issued under this Act, or any
provisions thereof, obstructs or does not
tend to effectuate the declared purpose of
this Act, the Secretary shall terminate or
suspend the operation of such order or such
provisions thereof.

(b) Five years from the date on which the
Secretary issues an order authorizing the
collection of assessments on honey under
provisions of this Act, and every five years
thereafter, the Secretary shall conduct a
referendum to determine if honey producers
and importers favor the continuation, termi-
nation, or suspension of the order.

(c) The Secretary shall hold a referendum
on the request of the Honey Board or when
petitioned by 10 per centum or more of the
honey producers and importers to deter-
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mine if the honey producers and importers
favor termination or suspension of the
order.

(d) The Secretary shall terminate or sus-
pend such order at the end of the marketing
year whenever the Secretary determines
that such suspension or termination of the
order is favored by a majority of those
voting in a referendum and that the produc-
ers and importers comprising this majority
produce and import more than 50 per
centum of the volume of honey produced
and imported by those voting in the referen-
dum,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a
second demanded?

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. Speaker, I
demand a second.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With-
out objection, a second will be consid-
ered as ordered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman from Texas [Mr. DE LA
Garzal will be recognized for 20 min-
utes and the gentleman from Vermont
[Mr. JErForDs] will be reocognized for
20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. pE LA GARzAL

Mr. pE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 5358. The bill would enable the
producers and handlers of honey and
honey products to finance a nationally
coordinated research, promotion, and
consumer information program de-
signed to expand their markets for
honey and honey products.

The program is purely voluntary.
Before it can be implemented, it must
be approved in a referendum by two-
thirds of the producers and importers
voting or by a majority of producers
and importers voting if such majority
produced and imported not less than
two-thirds of the honey produced and
imported during the representative
period determined by the Secretary.
To ascertain the effectiveness and con-
tinued acceptance of the program, the
Secretary would be required to con-
duct a referendum every 5 years to de-
termine if producers and importers
favor the continuation, termination, or
suspension of the program.

The bill essentially provides for a
self-help program for honey producers
and importers. The program would be
financed through assessments paid by
persons who produce or import at
least 6,000 pounds of honey annually
and would be operated at no cost to
the Government. Provisions are also
included in the bill under which pro-
ducers and importers could obtain re-
funds of assessments paid by them.

Honey is produced by many individ-
ual producers in every State in the
United States and in the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico.

The maintenance and expansion of
existing honey markets and the devel-
opment of new markets or uses are
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vital to the welfare of honey producers
and those concerned with marketing,
using, and processing honey. Unfortu-
nately for this important agricultural
industry, however, consumer demand
for honey and honey products is not
as great as it should be.

It has been difficult to develop and
implement a coordinated program of
research, promotion, and consumer
education because the honey produc-
tion industry is comprised mainly of
small- and medium-sized businesses.
Without cooperative action in provid-
ing for and financing such programs,
honey producers, handlers, wholesal-
ers, and retailers are unable to imple-
ment badly needed programs of re-
search, promotion, and consumer edu-
cation.

This legislation would give the
honey industry the necessary tools
and impetus to launch a national pro-
gram to this end. All of this would be
financed by honey producers and im-
porters at no cost to the Federal Gov-
ernment.

Other agricultural commodity
groups have solved similar problems
by forming research, promotion, and
consumer education programs. The
egg, wheat, wool, cotton, and potato
industry campaigns have met with
much success. These programs bear
out the old merchandising proverb: “It
pays to advertise.” The honey indus-
try, through this legislation, could
follow a similar pattern of activity.

Nothing in this act would dictate
quality standards for honey, provide
for control of its production, or other-
wise limit the right of the individual
honey producers to produce or market
honey.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
support of H.R. 5358, as amended.

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 5358, the Honey Research,
Promotion, and Consumer Education
Act. This bill will give the beekeepers
of this country the marketing tools
that they need to spur consumption of
one of the two truly natural sweeten-
ers with which Nature has blessed us.

This is not a controversial idea or
bill. Indeed, the honey industry pro-
posed the program and has requested
that Congress authorize it. The Secre-
tary of Agriculture, in keeping with
his commitment to industry self-help
programs, has endorsed it. The Agri-
culture Committee recommends its
passage.

The bill authorizes the Secretary of
Agriculture to issue a marketing order
for the promotion of honey if two-
thirds of those who domestically
produce or import honey approve the
order in a referendum. It will permit
the assessment of up to 4 cents per
pound from those who produce more
than 6,000 pounds of honey per year.

July 24, 198

It does not require anyone to contrib-
ute if he or she chooses not to, and it
exempts small producers who have
little impact on the market.

I want to commend the industry for
coming forth with this proposal. We
have a surplus of honey in this coun-
try, largely because of the importation
of low-cost honey from abroad. While
restricting the inflow of this foreign
honey is attractive to some, promoting
greater consumption is a more far-
sighted approach to bringing supply
and demand back into balance. Many
industries—wheat, cotton, dairy, for
example—use promotional programs
to market their products. These indus-
tries have proven that commodity pro-
motion is effective.

Honey consumption in the United
States is only 1.02 to 1.26 pounds per
year. Yet, other than pure maple
syrup from Vermont, I can think of no
other product that functions so well as
a sweetener and yet is such a delight-
ful delicacy. I am confident that, if we
give the honey industry this tool, they
will use it to sweeten us all up a bit.
® Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of H.R. 5358, the Honey Re-
search, Promotion, and Consumer In-
formation Act and to compliment the
chairman of the committee for his au-
thorship of this legislation. I urge my
colleagues to join with me in support-
ing passage of the Honey Research,
Promotion, and Consumer Informa-
tion Act which will enable the honey
industry to finance a national program
for expanding existing markets and
creating new markets for honey and
honey products.

Mr. Speaker, honey producers
throughout the Nation and in South
Dakota, which ranks sixth nationally
in honey production, know well the
need for expanding current markets
and creating new markets for our
honey and honey products. Despite do-
mestic honey production, domestic
use, and our exports of honey all re-
maining relatively constant according
to USDA estimates and projections,
price depressing honey imports have
risen from 49 million pounds in 1980
to 100 million pounds in 1983 resulting
in the volume of honey acquired by
the Commodity Credit Corporation
under the operation of the honey
price support program to similarly in-
crease from 6 million to 90 million
pounds between 1980 and 1983.

The industry financed program of
promotion, consumer information, and
research authorized by H.R. 5358, the
Honey Research, Promotion, and Con-
sumer Information Act, is not a pana-
cea for the problems now confronting
our domestic honey producers caused
by price depressing honey import in-
creases. But it will enable domestic
honey producers to expand and devel-
op needed new markets for honey. I
urge my colleagues to support this leg-
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islation and I again encourage the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to make use of
the existing authorities available to
him to respond to the problems which
have been created by increased honey
imports.e

® Mr. EVANS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker,
this bill would permit producers and
handlers of honey and honey products
to finance by assessment a nationally
coordinated research, promotion, and
consumer information program de-
signed to expand their markets for
honey and honey products.

The general provisions of the bill are
similar to those enacted for programs
established for the eggs, wheat, wool,
cotton, and potato industries.

The bill provides that the program,
in order to be established, must be ap-
proved by two-thirds of the producers
and importers voting in a referendum
or by a majority of producers and im-
porters voting if such majority pro-
duced and imported not less than two-
thirds of the honey produced and im-
ported during the representative
period determined by the Secretary.
The program would be financed
through assessments among those pro-
ducers and importers who produce or
import more than 6,000 pounds of
honey within a certain period—a year.

The background in which the need
for this promotion and research pro-
gram arises is that in which during
recent years an ever-increasing flow of
low-cost imported honey has replaced
domestic honey in normal trade chan-
nels, forcing honey producers to for-
feit large amounts of honey to the

Commuodity Credit Corporation [CCC]
under the honey price support pro-

gram. Or, producers in certain in-
stances entered agreements for the
purchase of their honey by the CCC
under such a purchase program.

The marketing order, if adopted,
would generally contain the following
terms and provisions:

First, establishes a National Honey
Nominations Committee composed of
members from each State based on
recommendations submitted by each
State association, members to serve
not more than two consecutive 3-year
terms;

Second, establishes a Honey Board
to administer the act, composed of 13
members selected by the Secretary
from nominations from producers,
handlers, importers, marketing coop-
eratives, and one from the general
public, to serve not more than two
consecutive 3-year terms; members to
receive no compensation, just travel
expenses to meetings;

Third, authorizes the Honey Board
to collect an assessment of at least 1
cent per pound from persons who
produce or import a volume of 6,000 or
more pounds of honey per year, said
moneys to fund administration of
orders, functioning of the Honey
Board, a reasonable reserve fund, and
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administrative
USDA;

Fourth, authorizes the Board, after
the first year, to request the Secretary
to increase the assessment rate by not
more than one-half cent each year up
to a maximum assessment rate of 4
cents per pound of honey;

Fifth, exempts those who produce,
handle, or import less than 6,000
pounds of honey per year;

Sixth, prohibits use of funds for
false claims on behalf of honey or for
influencing governmental policy or
action;

Seventh, exempts honey exports
from assessment fee;

Eighth, credits against the national
assessment State assessments on a
comparable program;

Ninth, designates the first handler
of honey to collect the assessment
from the producer unless the honey is
imported, placed under price support
loan with the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration, or packed by the producer;

Tenth, allows any producer or im-
porter to request a refund of their as-
sessment;

Eleventh, pegs refunds to importers
to an amount not to exceed the
amount of refunds made to domestic
producers as a percentage of total as-
sessments collected from domestic pro-
ducers in proportion to total assess-
ments; and

Twelth, provides for the enforce-
ment of orders and regulations
through civil penalties and cease-and-
desist orders.

Such order, if adopted, would also
provide the following terms and condi-
tions with respect to its suspension or
termination:

First. Secretary may terminate or
suspend an order when he finds such
order obstructs or does not carry out
the purpose of the act;

Second. Secretary required to hold
referendum every 5 years to determine
if honey producers and importers
favor continuation;

Third. Secretary must hold referen-
dum upon petition of 10 percent or
more producers and importers; and

Fourth. Secretary shall terminate or
suspend an order when favored by ref-
erendum majority compromised of
producers and importers who produce
or import more than 50 per centum of
the volume of honey.

I favor this legislation for the reason
that I believe honey producers should
be given the opportunity to decide
whether or not they can expand their
markets by promotion and research.

The consumption of sugar including
caloric, noncaloric, low caloric, and
honey since 1975 has not increased
much. USDA representatives estimate
this consumption per capita in the
United States as follows:

costs incurred by

Lbs.
Consumptlion

124

Year:
1975
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Lba.
132
133

1980
1981
1982 132
1983 133

Meanwhile, as the per capita con-
sumption in the United States is aver-
aging and stabilizing between 1 and
1% pounds per year, the per capita
consumption in other countries is:
Germany, 2.6 1lbs., Russia, 1.3 1bs.;
Canada, 2.2 1bs.; and Australia, 1.8 1bs.

It appears that consumption of
honey and honey products can be in-
creased if innovative methods are
adopted for its promotion and re-
search funds are committed to find
products wherein its consumption and
use will be enhanced.

If the producers and importers opt
to reject the order, then so be it. How-
ever, they should keep in mind that
the committee adopted the following
language without objection as to what
action the committee would take with
respect to honey in the 1985 farm bill:

The Committee takes notice of increasing
acquisitions of honey by the federal govern-
ment under the honey price support pro-
gram. It is the intention of the Committee
to consider alternative solutions to such
problems during consideration of the 1985
farm bill.

There is a message in this language
for both producers and importers.

I also wish to point out a couple of
matters in section 9 that I believe
merit special discussion in concluding
my remarks.

Section 9(h) provides that honey
producers and importers may obtain a
refund of the assessment under regu-
lations approved by the Secretary
except that during any year, the
amount of refunds made to importers,
as a percentage of total assessments
collected from importers, shall not
exceed the amount of refunds made to
domestic producers, as a percentage of
total assessments collected from such
producers.

The committee report accompanying
this bill in commenting on this provi-
sion states as follows:

For example, if during a six-month period
domestic producers request refunds on 10
percent of the volume of honey assessed,
then importers may obtain refunds on 10
percent of the volume of imported honey as-
sessed during that period if they so request.

It is my understanding that it is the
intent of the committee that if during
a 6-month period—refunds are to be
made by the Honey Board in June and
December of each year—importers re-
quest refunds on between 10 to 100
percent of the volume of their honey
that was assessed while domestic pro-
ducers only requested refunds on 10
percent of their volume of honey as-
sessed, then there would be a pro rata
refund to the importers based on the
10-percent level established by domes-
tic producers. The principle underly-
ing this rather unique feature of this
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promotion program is one of fairness
and equity. Inasmuch as domestic pro-
ducers as well as importers will benefit
from the research and promotion, it is
only fair that the refunds to importers
not be permitted to exceed those to
producers otherwise the former might
be accorded an unfair competitive
price advantage.

Section 9(d) provides that in any
case in which a loan is made with re-
spect to honey under the Honey Loan
Price Support Program, the Secretary
shall deduct from the proceeds of the
loan the amount of such assessment
that shall be forwarded to the Honey
Board. As I understand it, whether the
producer forfeits the honey under
loan or redeems it by paying off the
loan, the refund of the assessment
may be applied for by such producer.
In the event a producer enters into a
purchase agreement with the Secre-
tary obligating the Government to
purchase the producer’s honey pro-
duction at the end of the production
year—April 30—whether the assess-
ment is collected by checkoff or by
direct payment by the producer will be
determined by the terms of the order
issued by the Secretary under this act,
as I again understand it.e

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. pE 1A GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. DE LA
Garzal that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5358, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. pE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the two bills just previously
passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

(Without objection, Mr. HOYER was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

NANTOU SHIEN GOODWILL
MISSION

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to take this opportunity to wel-
come a delegation from the sister
county of Prince Georges County,
which I represent, Nantou County in
the heartland of Taiwan. We are
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indeed honored to have them as our
guests, and enjoy this opportunity to
show them our vision of the Capitol.

Nantou County is a place of great
natural beauty; its people known for
their quiet independence and great af-
finity for their country. In 1981 then
County Executive Lawrence J. Hogan
signed an agreement establishing the
“sister county” relationship with
Nantou. Since that time we have had
numerous opportunities to exchange
views on trade, cultural, economic, and
social possibilities. I look forward to
many more years of such constructive
interchanges and welcome the mem-
bers of this delegation today.

My greetings go to magistrate Wu
den-Yih, Mrs. Wu and their son, T.W.
Wu; speaker Wu Chung-Fa and Mrs.
Wu; Mr. and Mrs. Pan Chung; Mr. and
Mrs. Tsai Ho-Shien; Mr. and Mrs. Wei
Ching-Pin; Mr. and Mrs. Lee Ying-
Cheng; Mrs. Lin Chen Tsai-Fong; Mr.
Chen Yap-Chuon; Mrs. Lin Chang
Wen-Ing; Mr. Hsu Gwo-Bin; Mr. Lin
Yu-Shiang; Mr. Chang Chun-Chuan;
Mr. Yang Chien-Chung; Mr. Yeh Wei-
Jenn; Mr. Tsai Shao-Nan; Mr. Hsu
Ching-Tien; and Mr. Wei Lien. These
men and women, elected officials,
members of the county and local gov-
ernments, a member of the press, and
of the KMT Party, will go far in bring-
ing about a mutual prosperity between
our two counties.

PUBLIC BROADCASTING
AMENDMENTS ACT OF 1984

Mr. BEILENSON. Mr. Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 521 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. Res. 521

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may,
pursuant to clause 1(b) of rule XXIII, de-
clare the House resolved into the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the State of the
Union for the consideration of the bill (H.R.
5541) to amend the Communications Act of
1934 to extend certain authorizations of ap-
propriations contained in such Act, and for
other purposes, and the first reading of the
bill shall be dispensed with. After general
debate, which shall be confined to the bill
and shall continue not to exceed one hour,
to be equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
the bill shall be considered for amendment
under the five-minute rule. It shall be in
order to consider the amendment in the
nature of a substitute recommended by the
Committee on Energy and Commerce now
printed in the bill as an original bill for the
purpose of amendment under the five-
minute rule, and each section shall be con-
sidered as having been read. At the conclu-
sion of the consideration of the bill for
amendment, the Committee shall rise and
report the bill to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted, and
any Member may demand a separate vote in
the House on any amendment adopted in
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the Committee of the Whole to the bill or
to the committee amendment in the nature
of a substitute. The previous question shall
be considered as ordered on the bill and
amendments thereto to final passage with-
out intervening motion except one motion
to recommit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman from California [Mr. BEIL-
ENsON] is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. BEILENSON. Mr. Speaker, for
purposes of debate only. I yield 30
minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. Tavror] pending which I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 521
is a 1-hour open rule providing for the
consideration of H.R. 5541, the Public
Broadcasting Act Amendments of
1984.

The rule provides that the 1 hour of
general debate shall be equally divided
and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce and
that it shall be in order to consider the
amendment in the nature of a substi-
tute now printed in the bill as original
text for purpose of amendment under
the 5-minute rule. The rule also pro-
vides that each section of that substi-
tute shall be considered as having
been read.

In addition, the rule provides that
when the bill is reported back to the
House, any Member may demand a
separate vote in the House on any
amendment adopted in the Committee
of the Whole to the bill or to the
amendment in the nature of a substi-
tute. The rule also provides for one
motion to recommit. With or without
instructions.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5541 authorizes
appropriations for the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting for fiscal years
1987 through 1989. The funding levels
recommended by the Committee on
Energy and Commerce are higher
than those requested by the adminis-
tration. But the funding levels in the
bill are consistent with continued good
programming on public broadcasting
stations. Over the past few years,
public broadcasting has made major
efforts to supplement declining Feder-
al revenues through other fundraising
activities. Yet, despite these efforts,
public broadcasting has experienced
substantial funding shortfalls and a
number of significant and popular pro-
grams have been forced off the air or
have been considerably scaled back.
Without these increased funding
levels, we cannot expect to maintain
the level of quality programming we
have become accustomed to on the
public broadcasting system.

Mr. Speaker, this is an open rule and
any germane amendment, including
cuts in recommended funding levels,
can be entertained under the rule.

I urge adoption of the rule and adop-
tion of H.R. 5541.
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Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may require.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 521
is an open rule under which the House
will consider legislation that effective-
ly triples the budget for public broad-
casting and offers yet another exam-
ple of how we are failing to restrain
our spending habits.

The legislation made in order by this
rule, H.R. 5541, is a classic example of
our authorization process gone astray.
The bill authorizes $761 million in ap-
propriations for the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting for the 1987, 1988,
and 1989 fiscal years.

This amount is three times more
than the administration’s requested
burlget of $255 million for the 3-year
period.

Mr. Speaker, only 3 years ago the
Congress reduced the authorizations
for the Corpuration for Public Broad-
casting from $220 million to $130 mil-
lion each year in 1984, 1985, and 1986.

The Committee on Energy and Com-
merce is apparently not content to
leave well enough alone, even though
we enacted a supplemental authoriza-
tion which raised the appropriations
levels for 1984, 1985, and 1986 to $145
million, $153 million, and $162 million,
respectively.

Under this rule, the Energy and
Commerce Committee substitute will
be read for amendment by sections.
The committee amendment is open for
amendment under the 5-minute rule,
and amendments will be necessary if
the Congress is do anything about the
massive increases in Federal funding
authorized in this bill.

Mr. Speaker, despite the controversy
over the unrestrained spending in this
bill, there is no controversy about this
rule. I support the adoption of the
rule, and since I have several requests
for time, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. BEILENSON. Mr. Speaker, 1
have no requests for time on this side.

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, since
those who have requested time have
not appeared, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. BEILENSON. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time, and
I move the previous question on the
resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 521 and rule
XXII1, the Chair declares the House
in the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill, H.R. 5541.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved
itself into the Committee of the
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Whole House on the State of the
Union for the consideration of the bill
(H.R. 5541) to amend the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 to extend certain au-
thorizations of appropriations con-
tained in such act, and for other pur-
poses, with Mr. GLickMAN in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
rule, the first reading of the bill is dis-
pensed with.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
Colorado [Mr. WirTH] will be recog-
nized for 30 minutes and the gentle-
man from North Carolina [Mr. Broy-
Hg.l.] will be recognized for 30 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Colorado [Mr. WIRTH].

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 5541 authorizes
funds for CPB for fiscal years 1987,
1988, and 1989 at levels of $238 mil-
lion, $253 million, and $270 million re-
spectively. H.R. 5541 also authorizes
the Public Telecommunications Facili-
ties Program for fiscal years 1985,
1986, and 1987 at $50 million, $563 mil-
lion, and $56 million respectively.
These funding levels are identical to
those included in Senator GoLb-
WATER's bill, S. 2436, which was recent-
ly passed by voice vote by the full
Senate.

Additionally, this bill clarifies CPB’s
flexibility and responsibility in the use
of funds appropriated to it under the
allocation formula of existing law.
H.R. 5541 also repeals the so-called un-
related business income penalty,
which is a clear disincentive to sta-
tions developing alternative sources of
revenue. Finally, HR. 5541 eliminates
the requirement that a strict 75 per-
cent of Public Telecommunications
Facilities Program funding be used for
unserved areas of the country, al-
though bringing service to unserved
areas will remain a priority of the pro-
gram.

H.R. 5541 was reported from the
Subcommittee on Telecommunica-
tions, by a bipartisan vote of 14-2,
from the Full Energy and Commerce
Committee by voice vote, and as I
pointed out, a similar bill sponsored by
Senator GOLDWATER was passed by the
Senate by a voice vote. Public broad-
casting is currently at a critical cross-
roads—it is striving valiantly to fulfill
its mission as a provider of diverse and
excellent programming while, at the
same time, facing unprecedented fi-
nancial constraints.

The authorization for the system
was slashed some 40 percent in 1981.
At that time, we had hoped that di-
minishing Federal funding could some-
how be replaced by other sources. The
results have not been very encourag-
ing. State and local funding has been
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similarly cut. Grants from the Nation-
al Science Foundation and the Depart-
ment of Education have all but disap-
peared. Subscriber support, and corpo-
rate contributions have plateaued.

Unfortunately, what we were forced
to do in 1981—shrink Federal sup-
port—has translated into severe cut-
backs in programming and has caused
immense strain on the system, because
the hoped-for alternative revenue
sources have not significantly devel-
oped. Federal cuts have resulted in
many stations having to reduce staff
and programming hours, and elimi-
nate local programming. Even the
heart of the public television sched-
ule— “Frontline,” “Great Perform-
ances,” and “Playhouse’”’—have been
forced to cut production by 20 percent.
“Latenight America” has been can-
celed, and even “The Lawmakers” has
gone out of production for lack of
funding.

Similarly, production of children’s
programs on public television, which
unfortunately is the only real source
of enriching programming for young-
sters, has been subject to sharp cut-
backs. The upcoming “Wonderworks,"”
as well as “Reading Rainbow,” have
been cut 50 percent and 30 percent re-
spectively. Moreover “Sesame Street,”
a true educational marvel, must now
rely for two-thirds of its programming
on reruns of previous segments.
Beyond production, many local sta-
tions are so financially-strapped that
they cannot affort to buy many impor-
tant programs.

Although we recently authorized a
modest cost of living increase for the
system, it is still only a band-aid ap-
plied to a hemmoraging financial situ-
ation.

As the minimum amount of Federal
funding necessary to restore the level
of programming and services provided
by public broadcasting, it is imperative
that we adopt the funding levels of
$238 million for fiscal year 1987, $253
for fiscal year 1988, and $270 for fiscal
year 1989. The final figure represents
an average annual increase of only
3.47 percent from the $220 million
originally authorized for 1983. Since
inflation will probably average this or
higher, $270 in fiscal year 1989 is no
higher (and possibly less) in real terms
than was originally authorized for
1983. Thus, these authorization levels
represent a fiscally responsible return
to a sound financial foundation which
will enable public broadcasting to pro-
vide programming of excellence and
diversity.

H.R. 5541 also authorizes funding
for the Public Telecommunications
Facilities Program [PTFP] at $50 mil-
lion for fiscal year 1985, $53 million
for fiscal year 1986, and $56 million
for fiscal year 1987. PTFP, adminis-
tered by the Department of Com-
merce, provides matching grants for
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planning and construction of public
broadcasting facilities so that the ben-
efits of our Nation's public broadcast-
ing system can reach more Americans.

In 1981, Congress enacted sharp re-
ductions in PTFP from $40 million au-
thorized in fiscal year 1981 to about
$12 million, which is authorized for
fiscal year 1984. Consequently, the
current level of funding for the pro-
gram threatens to severely undermine
the goal of assuring that all Ameri-
cans—who pay for the system through
their tax dollars—have access to the
benefits of the system.

The administration, as it has done
every year, has proposed abolishing
PTFP, on the grounds that the pro-
gram has fulfilled its goals. This pre-
supposition totally ignores the facts:

Thirty percent of the country
cannot receive public radio signals;

Ten percent of the public and large
geographic areas, particularly in rural
areas, cannot receive a local public tel-
evision signal;

There is no local service in the State
of Montana and 15 percent of Missou-
rians do not receive public television
signals. Similar problems exist in Ari-
zona, Nevada, Hawaii and Alaska, and
large areas of the South.

Moreover, a severe problem is devel-
oping concerning the preservation and
maintenance of existing equipment:
many transmitters are so old that sta-
tions must go off the air for extended
periods of time when they break, or
malfunction.

In fiscal year 1984, only $11.88 mil-
lion was appropriated for PTFP. How-
ever, last year’s 324 grant applications
requested a combined total of $72 mil-
lion in funds, backed by an impressive
commitment of nearly $30 million in
local funds. Thus, only 14 percent of
the applications could be granted.

The funding authorized here will
bring PTFP more in line with the
demonstrated need for the program.
The levels in this legislation will
ensure fairness to all Americans, by
making important, and diverse cultur-
al and educational programming avail-
able to the entire Nation.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting this important funding
measure.
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Mr. BROYHILL. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself 10 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, at the very time that
there is so much concern in this Con-
gress and around the country about
the size of our Federal budget deficit,
this bill proposes to make the problem
worse by granting very significant in-
creases—probably unprecedented in-
creases—in Federal support for the
Nation’s public broadcasting outlets.
No matter how you look at the fund-
ing levels provided by this bill, the in-
creases are phenomenal. The bill pro-
poses to go from $162 million in 1 year

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

for one particular program, to $238
million for the very next year. That is
an increase of almost 50 percent in a
single year.

The bill proposes to increase the
Federal support for another public
broadcasting program from $12 mil-
lion in 1 year to $50 million in the
next year—an increase of more than
400 percent in a single year.

Altogether, this bill authorizes Fed-
eral spending which totals $920 mil-
lion. When we compare the $920 mil-
lion authorized by this bill with what
was spent in the same programs
during the most recent period, the
comparison is shocking; $920 million in
this bill, and $507 million during the
most recent period of equal length.
That is 81 percent more money.

Just a few months ago, this House
passed a budget resolution which
stood firmly in favor of exercising re-
straint in Federal spending. The
budget resolution approved by this
House recommended an overall in-
crease in domestic Federal spending of
only 3.5 percent per year. For public
broadcasting, the budget resolution
proposed a freeze on current levels of
spending.

Compare the budget resolution with
this bill. While the budget document
urged no spending increase for public
broadcasting, this bill recommends
massive increases—50 percent in one
program from one year to the next,
more than 400 percent in another pro-
gram from one year to the next.

Congress cannot have it both ways.
Our Federal Government faces a seri-
ous budget problem. It simply will not
do for this House to pass a budget res-
olution that purports to cope with this
problem by proposing a freeze on
spending and then, when it comes to
actually implementing the budget res-
olution, to pass legislation that pro-
poses massive increased spending au-
thority.

Now let’s look a little bit at the pur-
ported justification for the big spend-
ing increases in this bill. First, public
broadcasters claim that their revenues
from non-Federal sources are drying
up. But that simply is not true accord-
ing to the public reports that the cor-
poration for public broadcasting has
itself made available. The fact is that
non-Federal revenues have increased
consistently from one year to the next
by 12 percent to 16 percent in each of
the past 10 years. Moreover, the corpo-
ration for publie broadcasting has pro-
jected that significant additional in-
creases in non-Federal revenues will
occur during each year in the foreseea-
ble future.

Public broadcasters also claim that
they will have to discontinue broad-
casting certain programs unless Con-
gress grants these big funding in-
creases. But, I would venture to say
that for every program that public
broadcasters will eliminate, they will
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add a new one. Program schedules
always change, reflecting changing
tastes. Program schedule changes do
not necessarily reflect hard times. It
seems to me to be unfair for broad-
casters to hold certain programs hos-
tage to substantially higher Federal
funding.

I don't mean to suggest that public
broadcasting stations could not broad-
cast more programming if they had
substantially more money. Of course
they could. All Government programs,
theoretically, could do more with more
resources.

All I am trying to say is that the
massive new funding provided by this
bill is too much. It is a bigger increase
than almost any other program in the
Federal budget.

Moreover, I have got to be honest
with you and say that I have some lin-
gering suspicion that public broadcast-
ing stations are not the most efficient-
ly managed entities. If you look close-
ly at the public broadcasting station
line-item, expenditures, there is some
evidence of inefficient management.
For example, recently published statis-
tics show that public broadcasting sta-
tions—both radio and television sta-
tions—pay their employees higher sal-
aries than commercial radio and televi-
sion stations. If public broadcasting is
in such financial straights, why do
they insist upon paying their employ-
ees more than their commercial sta-
tion counterparts?

During the amendments stage of our
debate, Congressmen OxXLEY and FREN-
zEL will offer two proposals to restore
some responsibility to the funding of
public broadcasting. Mr. OxLEy will
offer an amendment that would grant
public broadcasting a 15 percent in-
crease in Federal spending authority
during each of the next 3 years. This
is three times the expected inflation
rate, and surely it is enough to let
public broadcasters squeak by. Mr.
FrENzEL will offer an amendment to
authorize a smaller increase than that
proposed by Mr. OxLEY. I understand
that Mr. FreNzEL's amendment will
propose a 3.5-percent increase, which
after all was in line with the increases
recommended by the House for almost
all domestic programs in its own
budget resolution.

1 urge my colleagues to look careful-
ly at both of these amendments. Both
amendments allow for significantly in-
creased Federal spending for public
broadcasting while restoring a sense of
responsibility.

In short, I urge my colleagues to
reject the monumental increases in
Federal funding provided by this bill
and to support amendments that will
provide more responsible funding in-
creases.

Mr. Chairman, at this time I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Virgin-
ia [Mr. BLILEY].
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Mr. BLILEY. I thank the gentleman
from North Carolina for yielding this
time to me.

Mr. Chairman, let me first make it
clear that I am not opposed to public
broadcasting and Federal funding for
public broadcasting. But as my col-
league, the gentleman from North
Carolina, has pointed out, in this time
when we hear so much about Federal
deficits, and I pledge to my colleagues
that during the course of the next 100
days we will hear even more about
massive Federal deficits, this is not the
time to be going way over budget in in-
creasing funds for any—for any—activ-
ity, and in particular for this one.

How can we look our senior citizens
in the eye just after having passed a
tax bill which will cut back on medi-
care payments, and then at the same
time, in the next breath, come in and
pass this legislation at this funding
level. It once again points out, to me at
least, the skewed priorities of this
body.

I would hope that when the gentle-
man from Ohio later offers his amend-
ment to reduce the funding for this ac-
tivity that it will be the pleasure of my
colleagues to support that amendment
and to pass a public broadcasting bill,
but to do so at a more modest funding
level.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, there has been dis-
cussion about this dramatic increase,

and there will be, I believe, one
amendment offered to this allegedly
dramatic increase. and there will be
one amendment offered on that situa-
tion.

Let me again point out, as I did in
my opening statement, what the facts
of the matter are. The facts of the
matter are that the increase that we
are asking for in the authorization
level is an average of 3.4 percent, 3.4
percent between 1983 and 1987. That
is below the level of inflation.

Let me also point out that the rec-
ommendation that this increase be
there was initially made by the Tem-
porary Commission on Alternative Fi-
nancing which, following the 1981 dra-
matic cuts in public broadcasting,
looked very carefully at alternative
sources of funding. Those alternative
sources of funding have not been
found to be available and, therefore,
the bipartisan Temporary Commission
came back to the Congress and said,
““We have to have this increase.”

So I would point out to my col-
leagues, and this will come up again in
the debate over the funding levels, the
authorization levels, that the funding
level is 3.4 percent.

Mr. CONTE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?
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Mr. WIRTH. I would be happy to
yield to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts.

Mr. CONTE. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, once again, I am
pleased to be able to stand in this well
in support of an increase in authoriza-
tion levels for the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting. And, once again,
attempts are going to be made on the
floor to reduce the authorization level
below that in the bill. I feel, however,
that I must support the committee
bill.

Mr. Chairman, funding for the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting is a
good investment. It is one of the best
investments that the Federal Govern-
ment can make because it helps to
educate our people, it provides quality
television programming—expanding to
all areas of the Nation. But more ex-
panding needs to be done.

Last year, I mentioned that the
public broadcasting station in western
Massachusetts has 380,000 viewers
each week, with 70 percent of the
shows devoted to children’s television
programming. I said that public broad-
casting is the only consistent outlet
for educational television program-
ming, and the reductions in funding
which we enacted in 1981 are jeopard-
izing the quality of public broadcast-
ing.

If we do not increase these authori-
zation levels, public broadcasting sta-
tions will be forced to continue the
pattern of reduction and elimination
of programs, hours of broadcast, staff
and other services. My Labor/Health
and Human Services/Education Ap-
propriations Subcommittee received
testimony that in one State, 24-hour
broadcast days were reduced to 16
hours, local production has been cut in
half, Saturday and Sunday morning
television programming has been
eliminated, and some cannot afford to
come on the air until 4 p.m. each
weekday. Scheduled decreases of Fed-
eral support will require public sta-
tions to pursue deeper cuts.

Now, there is much mention made of
an alternative financing study for
public broadcasting stations. Although
the initial studies appeared to be suc-
cessful, more remains to be done. Even
if the studies underway culminate in a
long-term plan for alternative finane-
ing, implementation of the current
schedule of authorization reductions
means that irreparable damage will al-
ready have been done to public broad-
casting before supplemental financing
might materialize.

Finally, let me say this to my friends
on my side of the aisle who are upset
about the funding increases in this
bill. The other body has already
passed an authorization for the CPB
that equals the levels in this bill. Over
half of the other body had cospon-
sored the bill, and it passed by voice
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vote—no objections—by unanimous
consent. I hope that we can support
this bill, pass it, and help public broad-
casting stations achieve their impor-
tant goals.

Mr. WIRTH. I thank the gentleman
for his valuable support. This is a bi-
partisan bill. It was reported out of
the subcommittee by a 14 to 2 vote, re-
ported out by a voice vote from the
full committee.

We have always had for public
broadcasting, as the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. BLiLEY] suggested, very,
very broad support and I would hope
that we would not falter today in the
support by the House for public broad-
casting.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WIRTH. I would be happy to
yvield to the gentleman from Mary-
land.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the chairman
for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few
words while the ranking member of
the subcommittee on which I serve on
the Committee on Appropriations, the
Subcommittee on Health and Human
Services and Education is on the floor.
I am glad Mr. CoNTE is here because
he and I share a concern, which I
think the chairman of the subcommit-
tee shares as well.

In the gentleman's opening state-
ment, he referenced a number of pro-
grams which were being shut down,
production was being stopped for lack
of further funding. One of those pro-
grams which was listed was “The Law-
makers,” program that, from my own
personal view, is probably one of the
most indepth communications to the
American public as to what really hap-
pens in Congress, as opposed to a 2- or
3-minute news squib.

I am wondering whether or not
there is any possibility in the short
term and long term for a program like
that to survive. I have been told such a
program is not the commercially most
enthusiastically accepted but I believe
nevertheless one that is critically im-
portant. What does the gentleman
think the prospects are for further
funding of that particular program, or
similar programs, would be?

Mr. WIRTH. 1 thank the gentleman
for his concern, which I share, and I
believe it is shared by many, many of
our colleagues. I do not want to speak
for the gentleman from Massachu-
setts, but he has spoken to me about
it, the chairman of the appropriations
subcommittee has spoken to me about
it, and many Members of the Congress
on both sides of the aisle, and many
members of the leadership have
spoken to me about it.

The Congress has got to be, as the
gentleman is aware, extremely careful
of not placing ourselves in any kind of
a position of dictating or line iteming,
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or whatever, what kind of program-
ming is on public broadcasting. We
went through that, it will be remem-
bered, during the early 1970’s when, in
fact, there was an attempt politically
to punish public broadcasting for vari-
ous kinds of funding that was going
on, which was a direct violation of the
first amendment, a direct violation of
our long-term commitment to stay out
of specific programming.

That is why we advance fund this, so
we have that kind of buffer of 2 or 3
yvears and there is no way of getting a
handle on public broadcasting politi-
cally.

Having said that, I agree with the
gentleman completely that “The Law-
makers’” does provide a very sound and
indepth coverage. Both the Corpora-
tion for Public Broadcasting and
WETA, the local station here that is
responsible for the production of “The
Lawmakers,” are committed to the
survival of the show and to the cover-
age of the Congress, and we have all
had extensive discussions with them
about the overall coverage of this im-
portant area.

Because of lack of funding, WETA
has taken “The Lawmakers” off the
air and hopes now that it will be able
to gain sufficient funding in the
future from CPB, from other stations,
and from underwriters to put the pro-
gram on sound financial footing and to
return it in January. They had felt
that with the two conventions and
then with the election campaign, and
so on, that if they took the program
off now, this would give them a 6-
month period of time in which to put
together the proper financial package
for “The Lawmakers.” So they are
working very hard to attempt to do
this.

I think any discussion that we have
to encourage in any way possible the
funding of that program from outside
sources would be good, but again, we
have to be extremely careful not to
have it appear that there is any politi-
cal interference in programming,
whether it is “The Lawmakers,” or
news programs, or anything else.

Mr. HOYER. If the gentleman
would yield further, I appreciate the
gentleman’s answer and understand
the principle for which he speaks with
reference to the relationship of the
Congress to the programming aspects
of CPB.

At the same time, I think as public
officials, in terms of the purpose that
public broadcasting serves, one of
which is certainly providing a window
to the people’s Government, to the
people’s House and to the other body
as to exactly what goes on here as we
transact the people’s business. I think
that is a critically important function,
and one about which we ought to be
concerned, and I know the ranking
member shares my view on that.
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Mr. CONTE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WIRTH. I will be happy to yield
to the gentleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. CONTE. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gen-
tleman from Maryland, and I also
agree with the gentleman from Colo-
rado. That was the reason why when
we enacted the public broadcasting we
had forward funding in it, because we
did not want any political interference
in it.

“The Lawmakers” program began in
1980, I believe, and it has been one of
the most successful programs. It puts
us in a very difficult position as Mem-
bers of Congress to try to get up here
and even speak about it, but I think
we have to speak about it. We are not
trying to exert our muscle, or any-
thing else. We are saying “The Law-
makers” is an excellent program, it
has a tremendous amount of follow-
ing, and now, with this increased au-
thorization, I hope public broadcasting
will take that into consideration. They
need about $800,000, I understand, to
continue the program until January if
this goes through.
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Then we can take care of the money
part in the Appropriations Committee
which we have not put into our sub-
committee. But we also hope that they
give this very, very serious consider-
ation and give “The Lawmakers” very,
very serious consideration and contin-
ue that worthwhile program. It is
about the only program that I see in
public broadcasting or commercial
broadcasting which really gives a fair
break to the Congress in reaching the
American public.

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s comments. I un-
derstand we are saying that we think
this is symptomatic of the “Lawmak-
ers” problem and is symptomatic of
the funding problems that exist for
public broadcasting, for ‘“Sesame
Street,” ‘“Playhouse,” “The Lawmak-
ers,”” “Reading Rainbow,” and the
whole series of very good substantive
programs that are having a difficult
time.

I do not know if I mentioned that
the Eastern Education Network, which
is a consortium of public broadcasting
stations, has passed a resolution com-
mitting it to the support of “The Law-
makers.” With NETA's commitment
and with CPB, we are trying by Janu-
ary to see if that kind of support can
be there, and I am very hopeful we
will be able to find public support for
“The Lawmakers."”

Mr. SWIFT. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WIRTH. I am happy to yield to
the gentleman from Washington.

Mr. SWIFT. Mr. Chairman, I share
the gentleman's sensitivity to the need
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to keeping insulation for public broad-
casting from political influence.
Having said that and meaning that, I
think it is also important to recognize
that this legislative process of ours is
frequently difficult for us to under-
stand, and the citizen out there, trying
to inform himself of the issues of the
day, has precious little opportunity to
see indepth analyses of what is going
on in this institution. “The Lawmak-
ers” has done a superb job of doing
precisely that.

Perhaps some lawmakers standing
up and saying they should do a pro-
gram about lawmakers may seem self-
serving, but I think what we are all
saying is that the public has an ex-
traordinarily difficult time knowing
what we are doing, even with all the
media covering this institution, some-
times not very well and sometimes
with a depth of about a quarter of an
inch.

“The Lawmakers'” has done an ex-
cellent job, and it is a shame that
there is not adequate funding so that
that kind of program can be continued
for the benefit of all the public.

Mr. Chairman, I thank the subcom-
mittee chairman for yielding.

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WIRTH. I am happy to yield to
the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the chairman of the subcommittee for
yielding.

If someone were to be watching this
particular dialog today who was not
particularly schooled in what was hap-
pening, it seems to me the inference
may very well be that to make certain
that “The Lawmakers” is placed back
on the schedule one would have to see
this particular bill pass and become
law and, therefore, be in the appro-
priation after that.

I am sure the chairman of the sub-
committee did not want to leave the
impression with the Members of the
House nor with the general public
that this is really an ad hominem dis-
cussion about the merits of “The Law-
makers” program and certainly not to
be tied to the success of this bill in any
way.

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman will yield back, I think the
reference is to “ad programinem and
not to “ad hominem.”

I am happy to yield further to the
gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will
let that pass.

But I think we ought to make it very
clear that the discussions that the
gentleman from Maryland brought up,
and I think very adequately, certainly
should not be reflected on whether in
fact this particular piece of legislation
should pass in this House today. I
think that we ought to make that very
clear on the record.
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Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for his comments, and I
would make it very clear on the record
that the Congress does not authorize
any particular program or suggest we
not have any particular program.
However, the level of funding we are
talking about is symptomatic of the
very deep problems that public broad-
casting has in programming and in fa-
cilities overall, and this happens to be
a symptom of the deep problems
facing public broadcasting.

I would hope that most of my col-
leagues would band together in sup-
port of public broadcasting, as we have
in the past, and would not flag in our
commitment to public broadcasting.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chairman, would
the subcommittee chairman yield for
just 1 additional minute?

Mr. WIRTH. I am happy to yield to
the gentleman from Maryland.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chairman, in fol-
lowing up on what the ranking minori-
ty member said and what the subcom-
mittee chairman said in response, it is,
of course, true that this is not an issue
as to whether or not this bill has
merit. I think this bill has merit, and I
am going to support it.

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman will yield back very briefly,
this bill was put together before the
problems of “The Lawmakers” came
up. Therefore, we would have been
considering this bill even had “The
Lawmakers” not run into a problem.
This is just a further emphasis of the
need for this particular legislation.

Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentle-
man, and I yield further to the gentle-
man from Maryland.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chairman, the
point of the subcommittee chairman’s
is accurate and well taken. I would re-
iterate that there is a 1984 supplemen-
tal bill pending which provides $15
million extra for fiscal year 1984, for
$23 million extra for fiscal year 1985,
and for $32 million for fiscal year
1986, for a total of $70 million addi-
tional to that already appropriated to
try to meet the problems of shorifalls
of which the subcommittee chairman
spoke which require this closing down
of production levels.

I would hope that because of the
moneys we are making available hope-
fully in the near future, we could
move in the direction of trying to rees-
tablish production lines on a definite
long-term basis.

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, abso-
lutely, the gentleman is correct.

We certainly appreciate the great
support of the Appropriations Com-
mittee and its distinguished chairman
and ranking minority member. We
thank them for their support of public
broadcasting. They have been extraor-
dinarily helpful in the past. This infla-
tion increase agreed to by the other
body and agreed to, I hope, by all of
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here will be a step toward insuring the
stability of public broadcasting.

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WIRTH. I am happy to yield to
the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, just in
closing the discussion, I think it is very
important, as I pointed out, to recog-
nize that someone perhaps more cyni-
cal than this gentleman would see the
timing of the decision to take “The
Lawmakers’ off the air is some effort
at trying to provide some kind of
undue pressure.

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman will yield back briefly, I do
not think any one of us agrees with
that view.

Mr. OXLEY. I would certainly hope
not, but I think one has to look at
when the program started in 1980, and
even with the draconian cuts the gen-
tleman from Colorado talked about,
the program was able to air through
those particular years during those
supposed drastic cuts, and I think one
has to wonder about the timing of the
announcement.

Mr. WIRTH, Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman would yield back, I just
think it is inappropriate to suggest
that of “The Lawmakers.” After all, in
this bill, as the gentleman knows, we
are talking about a 1987 authorization,
with a crisis for some programs for
1984. That is a long, long way away.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes
to point out that the gentleman from
Colorado [Mr WirTH] has 9 minutes
remaining.

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
chairman of the full committee, the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Din-
GELL].

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the distinguished chairman of
the subcommittee, the gentleman
from Colorado [Mr. WIRTHI.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to com-
mend my good friend, the gentleman
from Colorado, and my distinguished
colleagues, the gentleman from Wash-
ington [Mr, Swrrt] and the gentleman
from Iowa [Mr. TaukEe], who served on
the bipartisan Temporary Commission
for Alternative Financing for Public
Telecommunications. That was a body
which did, I think, outstanding work
and which made it plain that there is
really no way that we can anticipate
sufficient increases in funding from
private sources to compensate for the
cuts in Federal funding for the Corpo-
ration for Public Broadcasting and for
public broadcasting which have oc-
curred in recent years.

I would observe that the bill that is
before the committee today is an ex-
cellent one. It has strong bipartisan
support. It came from the Committee
on Energy and Commerce by voice
vote, and it is substantially identical in
amount of money authorized to that
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which one will find in the Senate bill
which has already passed the Senate
and which has 56 cosponsors, about
evenly divided on both sides of the po-
litical aisle.

I would observe that the level of
funding in this bill will by 1989 not
even fully restore this Nation's public
broadcasting endeavor to the level of
funding which existed for the Corpo-
ration for Public Broadcasting in 1982.
In real dollars, there is in 1989 no in-
crease in funding for the Corporation
for Public Broadcasting.

As the House has already heard,
funding for public broadcasting was
cut drastically as part of the 1981 Rec-
onciliation Act on the grounds that all
programs should share the burden of
bringing Federal spending under con-
trol. The House agreed with this but
did so with an important understand-
ing in mind: That appropriate alterna-
tive sources of financing would be
available in sufficient amounts to pre-
vent public broadcasting services, pro-
gramming and coverage from deterio-
rating significantly. To emphasize
this, the Reconciliation Act simulta-
neously created the bipartisan TCAF
to investigate alternative sources of fi-
nancing and to report back to Con-
gress on the appropriate long-term
role of various types of funding, in-
cluding Federal financing, Last Octo-
ber the TCAF submitted its report to
Congress. The Commission concluded
that a number of alternative sources
of income are or could be useful sup-
plements to traditional financing and
should be encouraged; but none,
whether separately or combined, has
the potential to replace Federal fund-
ing or compensate for its reduction.
The recommendation was clear and
unequivocal: By all means take steps
to encourage alternative income
sources—but if you really want to
ensure a sound, high quality public
broadcasting system there must be a
solid foundation of Federal financing.

H.R. 5541 is designed to provide just
that. The authorization levels are ade-
quate but not excessive—by 1989 they
will merely restore public broadcasting
to the same level in real dollars origi-
nally authorized in 1978 for the fiscal
year 1983. As to encouraging alterna-
tive sources, some of the TCAF’s rec-
ommendations have been or are being
dealt with at the FCC—such as allow-
ing enhanced underwriting. Another
recommendation, repeal of the unre-
lated income tax penalty, is included
in H.R. 5541.

Restoration of public broadcast fi-
nancing to a sound, responsible foot-
ing will, if the House acts today, come
none to soon. Since 1981, public broad-
casting has been under severe and in-
creasing pressure. Despite enormous
effort by public broadcasting, corpo-
rate and private donations have not
come close to replacing lost Federal
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funds. Public broadcasting has been
able to avoid complete collapse by
living off its existing capital. But this
cannot go on much longer. Its equip-
ment is wearing out, its existing stock
of programming is exhausted and new
programs are being canceled or not
even started. It is imperative that we
take steps now to restore sound fi-
nancing for the latter part of the
decade or public broadcasting as we
have come to know it will simply dis-
appear by the end of the decade,

I would observe that public broad-
casting is a necessary and an essential
part of our information education, and
telecommunications system. It is a
part which enriches and lends quality
to American life, and I would urge my
colleagues to support the legislation.

Mr. Chairman, first, I'd like to com-
pliment the Chairman of the Telecom-
munications Subcommittee for his fine
work on behalf of public broadcasting.
Second, I'd like to give special thanks
to two Members of this House, Mr.
Swirr and Mr. TAuke, who served in
the bipartisan Temporary Commission
on Alternative Financing for Public
Telecommunication [TCAF]. This bill
is largely based upon the recommenda-
tions which the TCAF made after a
careful and thorough study of the
issues. Last, and perhaps uncharacter-
istically for me, I'd like to commend
the Senate for its strong bipartisan
support for sound Federal funding for
public broadcasting. S. 2436, which is
virtually identical to H.R. 5541 and
has the same level of authorization,
was introduced by Senator GOLDWATER
on March 19, 5 weeks before H.R.
5541. It passed the Senate by voice
vote on June 15, by which time it had
56 cosponsors representing the entire
spectrum of both parties in the
Senate.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will
state that the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. Tauvke]l has 21 minutes remain-
ing, and the gentleman from Colorado
[Mr. WirTH] has T minutes remaining.

Mr. TAUKE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. OXLEY].

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from Iowa for yielding
me this time.

I would simply point out in response
to the remarks of the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. DINGeLL], the chairman
of the full committee, that the finan-
cial projections for public broadcasting
for the years 1987, 1988, and 1989
show substantial potential increases in
non-Federal income. I might quote
from those figures that came directly
from the Corporation for Public
Broadcasting. In 1987 they projected
from a source of $640 million in 1982
up to $906 million in 1987, $974 million
in 1988, and in 1989 over $1 billion in
non-Federal income.
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That hardly seems an inadequate
amount of non-Federal income from
those particular sources. The fact is
that over the years, and I have sup-
ported public television, I happen to
be a subscriber to public television and
a member, but the fact remains of the
inability of many of the local stations
to attract enough membership and to
attract enough contributions to keep
their non-Federal income increasing
over their efforts.

I have seen figures, for example, to
indicate, Mr. Chairman, that 1 out of
every 10 persons who watches public
television actually is a member or ac-
tually contributes to that system. I
would dare say that is hardly a ringing
endorsement for public broadcasting
in this country, if you can get only 1
out of 10. In our business, if you only
get 1 out of every 10 votes, you are not
going to win too many elections; and
yet that is exactly what has happened
in public broadcasting.

The fact is also, as was demonstrated
in the testimony in the subcommittee
as well as the committee from the var-
ious members that the opportunity for
outside income for those stations has
basically been ignored. There was an
experiment to provide for limited ad-
vertising. It worked very well in Chica-
go. We had a gentleman from the
public television station in Chicago
tell us that it worked quite well for
them and they had raised over $3 mil-
lion in a 9-month period during that
particular time, to give them an oppor-
tunity at some alternative ways of
funding besides coming back to Uncle
Sam and asking the taxpayer to ever
increase the amount of money we
spend on public television and public
radio.

I think the facts really speak for
themselves. The leadership of public
broadcasting came in and simply said:
We reject any opportunity even on an
experimental basis to continue the
option of getting income from outside
sources. We are simply coming to the
Congress and asking for this tremen-
dous increase.

Fifty percent in the first year, and if
you look at the overall figures for the
3-year period, it is an 81-percent in-
crease in the authorization.

The gentleman from North Carolina
[Mr. BroyYHILL] was absolutely correct
when he said that we have heard a lot
of rhetoric, particularly last week
about the Federal deficits, and the
first thing we do when we come back
here to Washington is to increase the
authorization level for the Corpora-
tion for Public Broadcasting by 81 per-
cent over a 3-year period.

We simply have not recognized what
fiscal responsibility is and we are con-
tinuing to go on our merry way ignor-
ing the real facts of what lies before
us.
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Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. OXLEY. I would be glad to yield
to the gentleman from Colorado.

Mr. WIRTH. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

We will, I am sure, get into a signifi-
cant amount of debate on the numbers
and the figures and so on which we
have done in the subcommittee and in
the full committee and I look forward
to that.

Right now I just want to take the
opportunity to say that the chairman
of the full committee, the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. DinceLrl], had
just commented on the need for this
legislation and I wanted to just thank
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
DingerLL] for his great help both on
the increase, the cost-of-living increase
that we did some time ago for public
broadcasting to help it out in the
short term and for his constant and
consistent support over all for the
public broadcasting system.

I would hope again that all of my
colleagues would help in making that
investment in public broadcasting and
in our future.

I thank the gentleman for yielding
and look forward to extensive discus-
sion of these numbers in the debate on
the amendment which I believe the
gentleman will be offering.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Washington [Mr.
Swirt].

Mr. SWIFT. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman.

I simply wanted to comment on one
point raised by the previous speaker,
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
OxLEY].

As a member of TCAF, I am amused
that everybody can read the report of
the Temporary Commission on Alter-
native Financing and everybody reads
into it what they want. Having been
there, I know that the findings of that
commission were that there were not
adequate resources external to Federal
financing to adequately fund public
broadcasting. That should not be lost.

One other point that the gentleman
made was, if I understood the gentle-
man correctly, that public broadcast-
ing leadership would not let the exper-
iment continue. That is totally false.
As the chairman knows, because he
and I were there and wrote it into the
law, that experiment ended because
Congress insisted that it end, not be
continued without us having an oppor-
tunity to examine it and move for-
ward. It was not done at the behest of
the public broadcasting leadership. It
was done at your and my behest in a
sense. It was done because Congress
felt we needed to be able to examine
the entire thing before we made fun-
damental changes in policy of how to
fund public broadcasting.
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If that is something the gentleman
disagrees with, he disagrees with us,
not with the leadership of public
broadcasting.

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from Washington for
clarifying the record and making sure
again that the facts about TCAF are
on the record.

I should also point out at this point
that the projections suggested by the
gentleman from Ohio from the projec-
tions made by public broadcasting as
to what their outside income is are not
being met at all by public broadcast-
ing. State funding, other public fund-
ing, has decreased rapidly; business
support has plateaued. We have not
seen the kind of outside support in-
crease in the dramatic fashion that we
had all hoped that it might in 1981. It
simply has not happened.

Mr. Chairman, I am happy to yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. BryanT]l, a valuable member of
the subcommittee.

Mr. BRYANT. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the chairman of our subcommit-
tee and want to identify myself and as-
sociate myself with his remarks and
with the remarks of the chairman of
our full committee, the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. DiNGeELL] and also
offer my congratulations to the gen-
tleman from Washington [Mr. SwirFT]
for the leadership that he has offered
in this field.

To the Members of the House that
have studied this issue, it will come as
no surprise to hear any Member of the
Congress stand here and complain, as
I am about to do, about how disingen-
uous it is for any other Member of this
House to characterize this bill before
us today as a 50-percent increase, or
whatever they choose to call it, as a
major increase in funding for the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting, and
to somehow raise the issue of fiscal re-
sponsibility when it is crystal clear
that this Congress under the leader-
ship of the minority and of the gentle-
man who occupies the White House
today engineered a Draconian cut in
the budget of the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting, allegedly in order
to determine whether or not it would
be possible for them to obtain funding
from another source. That experiment
took place. That experiment revealed
that it was not possible for them to do
so, and if that was their only reason
for wanting to cut the budget in those
years then I think that reason has
been taken away.

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that it is
very clear today that the vote that we
are about to take is a vote on whether
or not we support the broad aims; and
goals and the worthy purposes and the
very successful purposes of the Corpo-
ration for Public Broadcasting or
whether we do not. It comes down to
that simple choice.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Again, I offer my congratulations to
the leadership of our committee for
having brought this bill and this
debate to the House in the forthright
manner with which they have done so.

I urge every Member to cast a vote
today for a viable Corporation for
Public Broadcasting by casting an
“aye’ vote in favor of this bill.

Mr. TAUKE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I, along with the gen-
tleman from Washington [Mr. SwIFT],
have represented this House on the
Temporary Commission for Alterna-
tive Financing for Public Broadcasting
and I was one of the members of that
commission who sincerely believed
that there would be an opportunity
for public broadcasting to obtain much
of its financing from private sources.
Indeed, public broadcasting does re-
ceive much of its financing from non-
Federal sources. The Federal Govern-
ment provides a relatively small share
of the total amount of dollars that go
to the support of public broadcasting.

When we looked at expanding the
amount of money that would come
from non-Federal sources and reduc-
ing the amount that would come from
the Federal Government, we consid-
ered a variety of alternatives. We
looked, for example, at the possibili-
ties for public broadcasting stations to
lease their facilities for commercial
projects and other things.

We looked at the possibility of
public broadcasting stations providing
other services besides broadcast serv-
ices.

We reviewed the possibilities for ex-
panding the efforts of public solicita-
tion.

We reviewed the possibilities for re-
ceiving additional revenues from ad-
vertising over public broadcasting sta-
tions and in many of these instances
we did find that indeed it was possible
to extract more dollars for public
broadcasting from these non-Federal
sources.
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But, as the gentleman from Wash-
ington and the chairman of our com-
mittee and the chairman of the sub-
committee suggested earlier, the
bottom line was that no matter how
much we were able to expand these
non-Federal sources of revenue there
was still a substantial need for Federal
revenues in order to maintain a viable
public broadcasting system.

We would like to have found a dif-
ferent conclusion. But the reality was
that there was not a possibility to
reach a different conclusion.

I think it is important to point out
that it was not necessary to have Fed-
eral funds to keep the local station
afloat. That is not the big problem.
The big problem is it takes substantial
dollars to produce the programs that
the local stations carry.
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Most of us represent areas that are
served by stations that do not do much
of their own production. They rely on
some of the other broadcasting outlets
across the country such as those in
Boston and New York to do their pro-
duction. If there is a substantial reduc-
tion in the Federal funding, the pro-
duction of that quality program will
not be there, and no matter how much
support we have for public broadcast-
ing from the friends groups in Iowa,
we are not going to be able to have
good programming on the air.

That is why it is important for us to
recognize the fundamental need for
maintaining and enhancing the Feder-
al commitment to this program.

I think it is also important for my
colleagues who have been interested in
the makeup of our broadcasting, both
public and commercial, to spend just a
moment to consider what they are
doing if they call for a cutback in
public broadcasting and in our com-
mitment to public broadcasting, espe-
cially a cutback that endangers the
quality of public broadecasting.

As many of you know, I have been a
supporter of efforts to deregulate the
broadcast industry. If we are going to
deregulate the commercial broadcast
industry it is more vital than ever that
we have a good public broadcasting
segment. I would like to suggest to
those who want to reduce substantial-
ly the Federal commitment to public
broadcasting that they recognize the
potential harm that that does to ef-
forts to deregulate the commercial
broadcast industry.

I would much rather that we spend
our Federal dollars on providing a
good, solid public broadcasting system
than that we spend our Federal dol-
lars regulating to death the commer-
cial broadcasting system. That is is
part the philosophical basis for my
support for this effort to enhance and
improve the Federal commitment to
the public broadcasting system. I
think it is a commitment that is philo-
sophically sound for those of us who
want a diverse and active exchange of
information and views over our air-
ways. I think it is also fundamentally
necessary for those of us who believe
that a strong public broadcasting
system is in the public interest.

We must continue to push for those
other non-Federal sources of funding
but we need to recognize that those
sources are not adequate to maintain
the production of good programming
that we want on our public airways.

I will retain the balance of my time.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to
the gentleman from California [Mr.
DANNEMEYER].

Mr. DANNEMEYER. I thank my
colleague for yielding.

I would like to engage my friend
from Colorado [Mr. WirTH] in a state-
ment, if he would join with me.
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It is my understanding that this bill
authorizes funding for fiscal years
1987, 1988, and 1989; is that correct?

Mr. WIRTH. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. DANNEMEYER. I yield to the
gentleman.

Mr. WIRTH. The gentleman is cor-
rect.

Mr. DANNEMEYER. That is puz-
zling. Last year we passed an authori-
zation for 1984, 1985, and 1986. Having
in place an authorization for 3 years
prospectively from 1984, what is the
policy reason why we are now taking
up an authorization measure for 1987,
1988, and 1989?

I do not understand that.

Mr. WIRTH. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. DANNEMEYER. I will be happy
to yield.

Mr. WIRTH. I guess the gentleman
probably was not listening to the dis-
cussion earlier, nor understanding the
concept of public broadcasting, which
is that there be advance funding for
public broadcasting for the purpose of
insulating public broadcasting from
the potential of any political influ-
ence. That is why we have always ad-
vance funded and authorized public
broadcasting and are now doing so in
1987, 1988, and 1989.

Mr. DANNEMEYER. I thank my
colleague. Would it not make more
sense, though, to wait until 1985 or
1986 before we start talking about re-
authorization for 1987, 1988, and 1989?

Mr. WIRTH. This has been an
agreement on both sides, and in both
bodies, to advance funds on a 3-year
basis. We have always done that.

If the gentleman wants to change
that procedure in some fashion, he
can talk to the chairman of the full
Commerce Committee or to Senator
Packwoobp. I am sure that they would
be interested in hearing the gentle-
man's comments.

Mr. DANNEMEYER. I know from
my colleague from Colorado’s view-
point, the distinguished chairman of
the subcommittee, you expect a
change in the White House come next
January. It would just appear to this
Member from California that from
your standpoint it would be better to
wait until next year to take up this re-
authorization because, if I understand
the gentleman’s platform -correctly,
the sky is the limit. The increased
spending authorized by the Democrat-
ic national platform comes to some
$153 billion for the next fiscal year for
environmental issues alone. Just think
how much you could expand the
spending for the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting if you had a
member of your party in the White
House. I mean, would that not appear
reasonable?

Mr. WIRTH. Will the gentleman
yield?
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Mr. DANNEMEYER. I am happy to
yield.

Mr. WIRTH. I am quite sure that a
Democratic administration as opposed
to this administration would in fact be
a strong supporter of public broadcast-
ing and I say that with significant
pride as a Democrat.

Mr. DANNEMEYER. That being the
case, it just is puzzling why you would
not, suffering, or, rather, working
under the joy of expectation, wait
until next year and bring this up when
you could ask for even a higher level
of authorization. It is puzzling as to
why we are doing this today, and I
yield back the balance of my time.
® Mrs. COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in support of H.R. 5541, legislation
reauthorizing funding for the Corpo-
ration for Public Broadcasting. As a
consistent and staunch supporter of
this program I am all too keenly aware
of the need to properly maintain this
necessary medium.

During reauthorization hearings
before the Subcommittee on Telecom-
munications, it was brought out that
the funding levels requested by CPB
were reasonable and justified and that
the moneys do not reflect the need for
the improved, or expanded levels of
service that we would all prefer.
Indeed, the money we have authorized
is crucial if we are to prevent further
erosion of the public broadcast system
we have come to enjoy and rely upon
so much.

While I might like commercial
broadcasters to assume a larger re-
sponsibility in providing programming
for underserved and underrepresented
audiences, that has just not been the
case. I have championed public broad-
casting because they traditionally
have met the need for programs that
the commercial marketplace has not
provided—that is, programming for
children, minorities, women, elderly,
and the handicapped. Public broad-
casting is also the major source for in-
depth coverage of Congress and na-
tional and local news. In short, public
broadecasting fills a need the American
people have relative to creative and
sensitive programming that we just do
not see on regular televison.

In commending the CPB for their
role in providing diverse programing
on decreased Federal funds, I must
call their attention to a problem I
have found need of corrective action.
It is my belief that public broadcasting
must work harder in ensuring that mi-
norities and women have access to the
entire range of benefits and opportuni-
ties that Congress have created by this
medium. It would appear to me that
while the Corporation has done an ad-
mirable job in children’s program-
ming, much has yet to be done in the
way of increasing more training
money to minority producers, writers,
and increasing the number of minori-
ties hired in decisionmaking positions.
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What bothers me about this issue is
that legislative report language to
public broadcasting has been clear—
the Corporation must, given the large
amount of Federal funds they receive,
be more aggressive in bringing blacks
and other minorities into the industry.
Only through increased employment
of minorities can we begin to really
offer diverse ideas, view points, and
programming. We can no longer toler-
ate an entity which exists almost
solely on Federal funds to promote
program diversity, to ignore congres-
sional direction in the equal employ-
ment opportunity area.

In closing, let me urge my colleagues
to vote for this legislation. Public
broadcasting is a necessary part of our
goal to increasing program diversity.e
® Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to give my emphatic support to
H.R. 5541, the Public Broadcasting
Amendments Act of 1984, and to voice
my strenuous objections to any at-
tempts to dilute this fundamental
effort to encourage and modernize our
Nation’s outstanding public television
and radio stations.

In HR. 5541 Congress has the op-
portunity to redress a series of major
budget cuts which have seriously
eroded the public broadcasting sys-
tem'’s ability to serve its national and
local audiences. This opportunity must
not be taken lightly, for public broad-
casting in the United States has
earned a deserved worldwide reputa-
tion as a source of diverse, enlighten-
ing, and enriching television and radio
programming. In recent years the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting has
fought desperately to maintain this
reputation in the face of dramatically
reduced Federal support.

In 1981 the Federal funding levels
for public broadcasting were slashed
by 25 percent, precipitating the dawn
of desperately lean years. As a result
of these cuts, the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting [CPB] was forced
to trim supporting grants to its quali-
fied television stations by 23 percent,
and similar grants to its public radio
stations by 14 percent. On the bottom
line, national public television pro-
gramming was reduced by 12 percent
as public broadcasters tried to accom-
modate the sudden downturn in sup-
port.

As if the loss of direct Federal sup-
port was not enough, the public broad-
casting community was racked by
funding cuts from associated Federal
departments and agencies. The De-
partment of Education, which had
contributed nearly $50 million to de-
velopment of the landmark ‘“Sesame
Street” and “Electric Company” pro-
grams, cut its contribution to public
TV by 80 percent. The National Sci-
ence Foundation, a strong contributor
to educational programs, was forced to
eliminate its financial support.
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Finally, local PBS stations were
trapped in a catch-22 by the Federal
cuts when the lost Federal funds trig-
gered a dramatic reduction in match-
ing funds provided by State and local
governments and universities through-
out the Nation. These localized fund-
ing resources had been fundamental to
the ability of public radio and televi-
sion stations to respond to the unique
demands of their local audiences.

Public broadcasters did not sit by
and bemoan the loss of funds. In admi-
rable fashion they initiated a grass-
roots drive among their viewing and
listening audiences to secure greater
private financial support for public
broadcasting. The success of these ef-
forts is testimony to the hard work of
the broadcasters, the appreciation of
audiences for the quality of public
broadcasting, and the generosity of
the American people. Between 1978
and 1982, public broadcasters managed
to raise six new dollars from private
sources for every new Federal dollar
appropriated.

These achievements in fundraising
have helped to stem the tide of the
Federal budget cuts. However, it is
abundantly clear that because of the
dramatic loss of Federal funds public
broadcasters have been unable to keep
up with the necessary technological
advancements in their fields. Few sec-
tors of American society have experi-
enced the dizzying modernization
thrust upon radio and television
broadcasting in the past 10 years. Sat-
ellites, computerized editing, cameras,
transmitters, and quality control
mechanisms are just a few of the
broadcast technologies that demand
stations to keep current, or fall desper-
ately and expensively behind in capa-
bilities. As the printing press is the
fundamental tool of the print media,
the broadcast technologies are the
hammer and nails of radio and televi-
sion stations. To ignore proper mainte-
nance, construction, and acquisition is
to invite certain and rapid deteriora-
tion in capabilities.

But far more important than tech-
nology acquisition is the need for our
Nation to encourage program develop-
ment by public broadcasters. If not for
the public broadcasting system, our
Nation would have precious little cul-
tural, musical, educational, or docu-
mentary programs on the airwaves.
When I think of my grandchildren
being introduced to numbers, the al-
phabet, and common sense by pro-
grams such as ‘“Sesame Street” and
“Mr. Roger’s Neighborhood,” I am
deeply grateful for PBS. When I am
entertained by programs presenting
the finest in music and art, I am sure
that PBS is contributing to the beauty
of our national texture. When my
family is informed by programs such
as “NOVA,” “Frontline,” or “National
Geographic Specials,” I know that
PBS is contributing to a better in-
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formed American public. By support-
ing the Corporation for Public Broad-
casting, Congress is investing in the
cultral, informational, and educational
development of our Nation.

I urge my colleagues to remember
that public broadcasting in the United
States means 177 qualified television
stations and 272 qualified radio sta-
tions covering every corner of our
country. These stations make special
and unique contributions to the lives
of our constituents. I know that my
congressional district has been greatly
served by the outstanding public serv-
ice of television stations KQED in
Oakland and KCSM in San Mateo.
I've had the opportunity to work close-
ly with the professionals of these sta-
tions, and have gained a lasting re-
spect for their commitment to meeting
the needs of the thousands of San
Francisco Bay area residents who turn
daily to the public broadcasting alter-
native.

In summation, I urge my colleagues
to savor the marvelous contribution of
public broadcasting to this Nation, and
to endorse its continued vitality by
passing H.R. 5541, the Public Broad-
casting Amendments Act of 1984.@

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any fur-
ther requests for time?

Mr. TAUKE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
rule, the committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute now printed in
the reported bill shall be considered as
an original bill for the purpose of
amendment, and each section shall be
considered as having been read.

The Clerk will designate section 1.

The text of section 1 is as follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the Uniled States of
America in Congress assembled,

SHORT TITLE

SectioN 1. This Act may be cited as the
“Public Broadcasting Amendments Act of
1984”.

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any
amendments to section 1?

If not, the Clerk will designate sec-
tion 2.

The text of section 2 is as follows:
AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR
PUBLIC TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES

SEc. 2. Section 391 of the Communications
Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 391) is amended—

(1) by striking out “and” after “1983,” and

(2) by inserting after “1984,” the follow-
ing: *“$50,000,000 for fiscal year 1985,
$53,000,000 for fiscal year 1986, and
$56,000,000 for fiscal year 1987,”.

AMENDMENTS OFFERED BY MR. OXLEY

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer
two amendments and I ask unanimous
consent that they be considered en
bloc.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Ohio?
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Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, reserv-
ing the right to object, and I think I
will not object, but for the purposes of
addressing a question to the gentle-
man from Ohio, these are an amend-
ment on the one hand to the CPB and,
on the other hand, to public facilities
that you are linking the two together;
is that correct?

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? ;

Mr. WIRTH. I am happy to yield to
the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. OXLEY. That is correct.

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, I will
not object, and I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
QOhio?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will
report the amendments.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendments offered by Mr. OxLEY: Page
2, beginning on line 10, strike out
'$50,000,000 for fiscal year 1985, $53,000,000
for fiscal year 1986, and $56,000,000 for
fiscal year 1987,” and insert in lieu thereof
*$14,000,000 for fiscal year 1985, $16,000,000
for fiscal year 1986, and $18,000,000 for
fiscal year 1987,”.

Page 2, beginning on line 21, strike out
$238,000,000 for fiscal year 1987,
$253,000,000 for fiscal year 1088, and
$270,000,000 for fiscal year 1989"” and insert
in lieu thereof “$186,000,000 for fiscal year
19817, $214,000,000 for fiscal year 1988, and
$246,000,000 for fiscal year 1989".

Mr. OXLEY (during the reading).
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the amendments be consid-
ered as read and printed in the
RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, the pur-
pose of the amendment is to provide
for a reasonable increase for the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting and
for the facilities therein, while at the
same time maintaining a degree of
fiscal responsibility as we do so.

If one would look at the numbers
that have been enacted compared to
what has been proposed in this legisla-
tion I think it becomes quite evident
of the rapid increase that we see with
the authorization levels.

In 1984 it was $145 million; 1985,
$153 million authorized; and in 1986,
$162 million.

The proposal for 1987 would be fully
a 50-percent increase from the 1986
levels. And if one were to look overall
at the 3 years that we are talking
about here, we are talking about an
81-percent increase in the authoriza-
tion levels from the base year that we
look at from 1986, which again has al-
ready been authorized by the Con-
gress.
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The facility construction subsidies
are even greater and, in fact, the bill
provides authorizations from 1975
through 1987, $50 million in 1985 and
even more in 1986 and 1987. The 1984
authorization already enacted is $12
million. Thus, the bill increases the
authorization for this program by
more than 400 percent in a single year.

That is a massive increase by any-
body’s definition. The bill authorizes a
combined total of $920 million for a 3-
year period. This is 81 percent more
money than the $507 million the Con-
gress has already authorized for the
previous 3 years. There is no reason to
believe that public broadcasters need
such massive increases in Federal
funding in such a short period of time.

Just 3 years ago, Mr. Frank Man-
kiewicz, a high-ranking public broad-
casting official at the time, wrote a
letter to all members of our committee
stating that only $130 million was nec-
essary for 1986. If $130 million is
enough for 1986, why is $238 million
necessary in 1987, just 1 year later?

Such significant increases are espe-
cially undesirable because public
broadcasters have opposed being given
statutory authority to engage in limit-
ed advertising in order to provide addi-
tional revenues.

We had some discussion on that
during general debate. It was interest-
ing to note that there have been some
successes where those particular pilot
projects have been tried as I pointed
out in Chicago particularly, where
they had had actually created some
non-Federal funds through limited ad-
vertising and it had no serious reper-
cussions among the viewing public, nor
by the commission set up to study the
alternative financing.

The budget resolution passed a few
months ago by this House proposes to
limit spending increases for nearly all
discretionary Federal spending pro-
grams to 3.5 percent above the previ-
ous year’s spending level for each of
the 3 years covered by the budget res-
olution in order to help reduce the size
of the Federal deficit.

In fact, in developing the budget res-
olution, Chairman JoNEs assumed that
public broadcasting expenditures
would be frozen at their current levels
without any increase.

I would remind you that my amend-
ment provides for a 15-percent in-
crease in that first year.

The bill before us thus does substan-
tial violence to the budget resolution
which this body has already passed. If
this bill becomes law, it will be neces-
sary for Congress to make deep cuts in
other Federal domestic programs, in-
cluding food stamps and other aid to
individuals in order to meet the deficit
reduction targets contained in the
House budget reconciliation package.

Mr. Chairman, we are talking now
about a substantial increase for the
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Corporation for Public Broadcasting.
All of us know as Members that we are
importuned by a various number of
groups to increase the level of spend-
ing. It has been that way for a long
period of time and I suspect it will con-
tinue.

But the fact is we simply have to
recognize that we have to live within
our budget. Again, we have heard a lot
of speeches that last several months,
particularly last week, about the Fed-
eral budget deficit. Yet we are going
on merrily ignoring those predictions,
ignoring the budget resolution and
asking for these kinds of increases to
take place.

(By unanimous consent, Mr. OXLEY
was allowed to proceed for 3 additional
minutes.)

Mr. OXLEY. We are talking about,
in my amendment, a reasonable com-
promise; instead of a 50-percent in-
crease as these increases are, indeed,
budget busters. There is no question
about it.

Yet we are prepared to increase it by
that much. Certainly every program
has some positive aspects to it or it
would never have got enacted in the
first place. I support public broadcast-
ing. I am a member of a public broad-
casting station, I watch public broad-
casting, I enjoy the broadcasting that
takes place.

We also have to recognize that we
have to represent the taxpaying public
here when we are talking about those
kinds of increases in the authorization
level. Those people 1 think have
spoken rather clearly at least at this
point in their support for public
broadcasting by indicating that only 1
out of every 10 people who watch
public broadcasting actually contrib-
ute or actually are members of public
broadcasting stations.

I think that says a lot for the kind of
support that they still have to incur
among the public.

Well, the fact is, Mr. Chairman, it is
a lot easier to come to the Congress to
lobby the Congress and ask the Con-
gress to increase their Federal share.
It is much easier than going on the air
and working on getting Members to
their particular cause.

So we continue to see those revenue
sources increasing every year while at
the same time the outside sources, as I
indicated before, have projected to be
rather substantial increases.

As a matter of fact, projected in
1989, over a billion dollars of non-Fed-
eral income. That is hardly a small
amount.

Now the chairman of the subcom-
mittee, my good friend from Colorado
[Mr. WirTH], tells us there are certain
areas where public television has not
reached, public radio has not reached.

Let me also say that there are a lot
of areas in this country where there is
a tremendous duplication of public tel-
evision. I live in a town of 38,000
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people and I can get on cable three
public television stations in that small
town. Yet we see that throughout; the
duplication of the public television
networks throughout this country.

Yes, there are some holes there, but
the fact is there are a lot more dupli-
cative efforts than we find people not
being able to reach public television
and public radio. So I would ask that
this House seriously consider a very
reasonable amendment, a 15-percent
increase which is obviously much
more, about three times more than
just about any other program is get-
ting around here these days. I think it
is a reasonable compromise.

Mr. Chairman, I would certainly ask
the House's support for this very
worthwhile amendment and one I
think that brings some fiscal sanity to
the process while at the same time
giving the Corporation for Public
Broadcasting the increases they need
to increase their programming, not
only the quantity but the quality as
well.

I thank the Chair.

AMENDMENTS OFFERED BY MR. DANNEMEYER AS
A SUBSTITUTE FOR THE AMENDMENTS OFFERED
BY MR. OXLEY
Mr. DANNEMEYER. Mr. Chairman,

I offer amendments as a substitute for

the amendment offered by my col-

league, the gentleman from Ohio, if it
is appropriate to have those consid-
ered.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendments offered by Mr. DANNEMEYER
as a substitute for the amendments offered
by Mr. OXLEY:

Page 2, beginning on line 10, strike out
*“$50,000,000 for fiscal year 1985, $53,000,000
for fiscal year 1986, and $56,000,000 for
fiscal year 1987, and insert in lieu thereof
“and $11,800,000 for each of the fiscal years
1985, 1986 and 1987.”

Page 2, beginning on line 21, strike out
*$238,000,000 for fiscal year 1987,
$253,000,000 for fiscal year 1988, and
$270,000,000 for fiscal year 1989" and insert
in lieu thereof “and $130,000,000 for each of
the fiscal years 1987, 1988 and 1989",

Mr. DANNEMEYER (during the
reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that the amendments
offered as a substitute be considered
as read and printed in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would
inquire, does the substitute offered by
the gentleman from California go to
two sections of the bill?

Mr. DANNEMEYER. It does, Mr.
Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from California is amending basically
the two sections the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. OxLEY] is referring to?

Mr. DANNEMEYER. The Chair is
correct.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California?

There was no objection.




July 24, 1984

Mr. DANNEMEYER. Mr. Chairman
and Members, this substitute will
permit the House to consider, as a
policy option, reauthorization for
years 1987, 1988 and 1989 in an
amount that is consistent with what
policy course we chose to follow back
in 1981, namely to freeze the authori-
zation level at $130 million for those
next 3 fiscal years.

I believe that the experiment which
we started back in 1981 of permitting
the Corporation for Public Broadcast-
ing to seek alternative sources of reve-
nue to fund its activities should be
continued.

For example, under existing law the
CPB can lease its FM radio subcarriers
for commercial purposes. The Corpo-
ration for Public Broadcasting can
produce commercials for other broad-
casters. And of course it can increase
its donations from corporate and foun-
dation donors.

Mr. Chairman, I find it a little puz-
zling to have the House take up this
measure relating to fiscal years 1987,
1988, and 1989 in this year 1984, but of
course we on the minority do not con-
trol the time; we do not control what
bills will come up when. We are here
because the majority, the Democratic
leadership, decided to bring up this
bill.

It appears to this Member from Cali-
fornia that if we are to make any seri-
ous effort of dealing with the deficit
that both parties decry, that is to say
an effort to reduce it, rather than
stand here mute in the face of it, that
we can be constructive with respect to
the reduction of that deficit by saying
not that we will cut out the funding
for the CPB, and there are those who
would like to do that, but I think in
light of the problems which National
Public Radio, a subsidiary of the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting, has
had, its severe and profound manage-
ment problems, that the last thing we
should be doing, in face of these prob-
lems, is increasing its authorization.
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Therefore, I think we should limit
the authorization to the same level
that was established in 1981; namely,
$130 million for each of those fiscal
years.

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of
words, and I rise in opposition to the
substitute and to the amendments.

Mr. Chairman, first of all, to deal
with the substitute. It simply is not a
serious substitute if one looks at the
history of public broadcasting. It is in-
tended simply to gut and destroy
public broadcasting and if the gentle-
man was serious about that he could
have pursued the recommendation
made initially in 1981 by the adminis-
tration which, in effect, was to zero
out altogether the facilities program

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

and to cut public broadcasting back so
dramatically that it would die.

So the debate should occur, I think,
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. OxLEY], which
is a serious, misguided, but a serious
amendment.

Let me, if I might, very briefly re-
spond. Most of the points have been
debated already in the general debate
on the public broadcasting bill. :

First of all, let me point out to my
colleagues the very broad bipartisan
support that we have for H.R. 5541
and its equivalent bill in the Senate.
These numbers were initially proposed
by the majority on the Senate side.
This bill was reported out, these iden-
tical numbers, by a voice vote from the
Senate.

On the House side, the support has
been from the ranking minority
member of the subcommittee and the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TAUKE] a
valuable member of the Temporary
Commission. On the majority side by
the chairman of the full committee,
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
DingeLL], the gentleman from Wash-
ington [Mr. Swirr], the gentleman
from California [Mr. Waxman], the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
MagrgeY], the gentleman from New
York [Mr. ScHEUER], and the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. Brvant]l. We
have had that kind of support on both
sides of the aisle and in both bodies.

Second, there has been discussion of
the deficit and the budget resolution.
Let me again remind my colleagues
that this is an authorization, not an
appropriation. Second, let me remind
my colleagues that this is not included
in the budget resolution. The budget
resolution, and I sit as a member of
the Budget Committee as well, the
Budget Committee does not go
through and develop a budget on a
program-by-program basis. And in ad-
dition, the authorization, 1987, 1988,
1989, is beyond the reach of the
budget resolution.

A fourth point that should be made
was reflected by those two valuable
members of the Temporary Commis-
sion on Alternative Financing, the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TAuKE] and
the gentleman from Washington [Mr.
Swirr]. The Temporary Commission
reviewed the results of the attempt to
look for alternative sources and un-
happily found those alternative
sources wanting; came back with the
recommendation to the Congress that
the stability in the public financing
system would be found only with a
consistent and steady funding base
from the Federal Government. We
had all hoped that there would be al-
ternative financing. That has not been
the case.

A fifth point that I would ask my
colleagues to keep in mind relates to
the real percentage increase that we
are talking about. If one looks at the

20669

history of public broadcasting from
the early 1980's to the late 1980’s,
from 1981, 1982, 1983, to 1987, 1988,
1989, one finds over that period of
time a 3.8-percent increase in the au-
thorization for public broadcasting. A
3.8-percent increase across the decade
of the 1980's will not even keep public
broadcasting up to inflation.

If I had my druthers, I would even
further increase the percentage
beyond the inflation rate. We have not
even done that.

If we go to the Oxley amendment,
we are going to dramatically cut the
capacity of public broadcasting.

Finally, the facilities program
should again be emphasized. As I
noted earlier, 10 percent of citizens of
the United States cannot receive
public television. The gentleman from
Ohio mentioned that through cable in
his area he is able to receive three
public broadcasting stations. That is
through the anomalous must-carry re-
quirements that are placed upon cable
broadcasting. And I would also point
out that less than 50 percent of the
American public has access to cable
television.

What is important is that 10 percent
of the American public has no access
to public television. Thirty percent,
predominantly rural America, has no
access at all to public radio.

If we are going to be fair, all the tax-
payers are paying for public broadcast-
ing, let us make sure that all taxpay-
ers have access to this very, very valu-
able resource both in television and in
radio.

So I would hope that my colleagues
would recognize that the Dannemeyer
substitute is really a throwback to a
different set of debate. The serious
debate is on the Oxley amendment.
We should defeat the Oxley amend-
ment because that does not approach
public broadcasting in the constructive
bipartisan way with the moderate in-
creases that have been there over a
long period of time as found in the ini-
tial bill.

So I would urge my colleagues to
reject the Oxley amendment.

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WIRTH. I yield to the gentle-
man from Iowa.

Mr. OXLEY. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I will not repeat my
support for the gentleman's position
on the nonfacilities portion because, as
I indicated in my remarks during gen-
eral debate, I think that we should
stick with the committee position.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Colorado [Mr.
WirTH] has expired.

(At the request of Mr. TAUKE and by
unanimous consent, Mr. WirTH was al-
lowed to proceed for 2 additional min-
utes.)
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Mr. TAUKE. If the gentleman will
continue to yield, I think that it is im-
portant to amplify a bit on what the
gentleman said relating to the facili-
ties portion of this authorization
measure.

It is not just that 10 percent of the
American people do not have access to
public broadcasting via television, but
it is that we have a number of facili-
ties that are getting old and we need
to continue to replace those facilities
and update them and improve them in
order to have high quality broadcast-
ing to those who already receive it.

But in addition, this facilities au-
thorization relates to more than just
public broadcasting. For example, in
my own State of Iowa, it is being used
to develop a telecommunication
system for the State which saves tax-
payers money and provides for more
efficient operation and communication
among the public facilities within our
State.

It also is being used for educational
purposes. The community colleges, for
example, use money from the facilities
fund in order to establish a communi-
cations system which allows the teach-
ing of classes in rural communities or
the broadcast of classes in rural com-
munities that are being taught in a
campus center and two-way communi-
cation is established through those
new facilities that are funded by this
authorization.

So this is much more than just a
question of extending public broad-
casting services to those who do not
receive it yet, although that is impor-
tant. It is also maintaining services for
those who do receive it and providing
those new telecommunications ad-
vancements for the public in many
areas where it can be exceedingly
helpful, ranging from Government
management, improved Government
management, to education.

Mr. WIRTH. I thank the gentleman
for his comments on the facilities pro-
gram in particular. As usual, the gen-
tleman is right on target. I mean abso-
lutely correct about the replacement
of facilities and the alternatives pro-
vided by public broadcasting.

Again, I would urge my colleagues to
vote “no” on the Oxley amendment
and to support the initial bill in the bi-
partisan fashion that it has been pre-
sented to the House.

Mr. O'BRIEN. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the requisite number of
words, and I rise in support of the
Oxley amendments.

Mr. Chairman, when you compare
the Oxley amendment with the bill
itself, you can hardly contend that we
are undernourishing public broadcast-
ing by increasing it a mere 15 percent
every year. I take no second place in
my belief in public broadcasting with
anyone in this room, but it seems to
me that we are constantly bumping

into the problem of getting too much
of a good thing.

If we are ever going to take the term
“deficit” seriously, we have to look at
it in all its aspects and at all times.

My notion is that the Oxley amend-
ment will increase authorization 15
percent each year, an amount which is
well beyond the inflation rate and
which will allow significant growth for
the industry.

I suspect that a good case can be
made for less, but I come down on all
fours with the Oxley compromise. I
think we should pass it.

O 1600

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendments offered by the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. DANNE-
MEYER] as a substitute for the amend-
ments offered by the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. OxXLEY].

The question was taken; and the
Chairman announced that the noes
appeared to have it.

Mr. DANNEMEYER. Mr. Chairman,
I demand a recorded vote, and pending
that, I make the point of order that a
quorum is not present.

The CHAIRMAN. Evidently a
quorum is not present. Pursuant to
the provisions of clause 2, rule XXIII,
the Chair announces that he will
reduce to a minimum of 5 minutes the
period of time within which a vote by
electronic device, if ordered, will be
taken on the pending gquestion follow-
ing the quorum call. Members will
record their presence by electronic
device.

The call was taken by electronic
device.

The following Members responded
to their names:

[Roll No. 306]

Britt
Brooks
Broomfield
Brown (CA)
Brown (CO)
Broyhill
Bryant
Burton (CA)
Burton (IN)
Byron
Campbell
Carney
Carper

Daniel
Dannemeyer
Darden
Daschle
Daub

Davis

de la Garza
Dellums
Derrick
DeWine
Dickinson
Dicks

Ackerman
Addabbo
Akaka

Albosta
Alexander
Anderson
Andrews (TX)
Annunzio
Anthony
Applegate

Dingell
Dixon
Donnelly
Dorgan
Downey
Dreler
Duncan
Durbin
Dwyer
Dymally
Dyson
Early
Eckart

Carr
Chandler
Chappell
Chappie
Cheney
Clarke
Clinger

Coats

Coelho
Coleman (MO)
Coleman (TX)
Collins
Conable
Conte
Conyers
Cooper
Corcoran
Coughlin
Courter
Coyne

Craig

Crane, Daniel
Crane, Philip

Edgar
Edwards (AL)
Edwards (CA)
Edwards (OK)
Emerson
English
Erdreich
Erlenborn
Evans (IA)
Evans (IL)
Fascell

Boucher
Boxer
Breaux
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Fazlo
Feighan
Ferraro
Fiedler
Flelds
Fish
Flippo
Florio
Foglietta
Foley
Ford (MI)
Frank

Frenzel
Fuqua
Garcia
Gaydos
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilman
Gingrich
Glickman
Gonzalez
Goodling
Gore
Gradison
Gramm
Gray
Green
Gregg
Guarini
Gunderson
Hall (IN)
Hall (OH)
Hall, Ralph
Hall, Sam
Hamilton
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Long (MD)
Lott
Lowery (CA)
Lowry (WA)
Lujan
Luken
Lundine
Lungren
Mack
MacKay
Madigan
Markey
Martin (IL)
Martin (NY)
Martinez
Matsul
Mavroules
Mazzoli
MceCain
McCandless
McCloskey
McCollum
McCurdy
McDade
McEwen
McGrath
McHugh
McKernan
McEinney
McNulty
Mica
Michel
Mikulski
Miller (CA)
Miller (OH)
Mineta
Minish

n
Hammerschmidt Mitchell

Hance
Harkin
Hartnett
Hatcher
Hayes
Hefner
Hertel
Hightower
Hiler

Hillis

Holt
Hopkins
Horton
Howard
Hoyer
Hubbard
Huckaby
Hughes
Hunter
Hutto
Hyde
Ireland
Jacobs
Jeffords
Jenkins
Johnson
Jones (NC)
Jones (OK)
Kaptur
Kasich
Kastenmeier
Kazen
EKemp
Eennelly
Kildee
Kleczka
Kolter
Eostmayer

Moakley
Molinari
Mollohan
Montgomery
Moody

Moore
Moorhead
Morrison (CT)
Morrison (WA)
Murphy
Murtha

Myers
Natcher

Neal

Nelson
Nichols
Nielson
Nowak
O'Brien

Ottinger
Owens
Oxley
Packard
Panetta
Parris
Pashayan
Patman
Patterson
Paul
Pease
Penny
Pepper
Perkins
Petri
Pickle
Porter
Price
Pursell
Quillen
Rahall
Rangel
Ratchford
Ray
Regula
Reid
Richardson
Ridge
Rinaldo
Ritter
Roberts
Robinson

Roe
Roemer
Rogers
Rose

Roth
Roukema
Rowland
Rudd
Russo

Sabo
Savage
Sawyer
Schaefer
Schneider
Schroeder
Schulze
Schumer
Selberling
Sensenbrenner
Sharp
Shaw
Shelby
Shumway
Shuster
Sikorski
Siljander
Simon
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slattery
Smith (FL)
Smith (IA)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Snowe
Snyder
Solarz
Solomon
Spence

St Germain
Staggers
Stangeland
Stark
Stenholm
Stokes
Stratton
Studds
Sundquist
Swift
Synar
Tallon
Tauke
Tauzin
Taylor
Thomas (CA)
Thomas (GA)
Torricelli
Traxler
Valentine
Vander Jagt
Vandergriff
Vento
Volkmer
Vucanovich
Walgren
Walker
Watkins
Weaver
Weber
Weiss
Wheat
Whitehurst
Whitley
Whittaker
Whitten
Willlams (MT)
Williams (OH)
Wilson
Winn
Wirth

Wise

Wolf
Wolpe
Wortley
Wright
Wyden
Wylie
Yates
Yatron
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Zschau
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The CHAIRMAN. Three hundred
eighty-nine Members have answered
to their names, a quorum is present,
and the Committee will resume its
business.

RECORDED VOTE

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand of the gentleman
from California [Mr. DANNEMEYER] for
a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will
remind the Members that this is a 5-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic
device, and there were—ayes 95, noes
298, not voting 40, as follows:

[Roll No. 307]
AYES—95

Hammerschmidt Parris
Hance Pashayan
Hartnett Patman
Hightower Paul

Hiler Petri

Hillis Pickle
Huckaby Quillen
Hunter Ray

Hutto Roberts
Hyde Robinson
Ireland Roemer
Jenkins Roth
Kasich Rudd
Eemp Sawyer
Lagomarsino Schaefer
Latta Schulze
Leath Shumway
Livingston Shuster
Loeffler Siljander
Lott Smith (NE)
Lungren Solomon
Mack Spence
Martin (IL) Stangeland
McCandless Stenholm
MeCollum Taylor
McGrath Thomas (CA)
Michel Walker
Montgomery Weber
Moore Whittaker
Moorhead Winn
Myers Young (FL)

Daniel
Dannemeyer
Darden
Daub
Dickinson
Dreier
Dyson
Edwards (OK)
Emerson
Fledler
Pields

NOES—298

Brown (CA)
Bryant
Burton (CA)
Byron
Carper

Carr

Chandler
Chappell
Chappie
Clarke
Clinger
Coats
Coelho
Coleman (MO)
Coleman (TX)
Collins
Conable
Conte
Conyers
Cooper
Corcoran
Coughlin
Courter
Coyne
Daschl
Davis

de la Garza
Dellums
Derrick
DeWine
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Donnelly

Dorgan
Downey
Duncan
Durbin
Dwyer
Dymally
Early
Eckart

Edgar
Edwards (AL)
Edwards (CA)
English
Erdreich
Erlenborn

Brooks
Broomfield
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Schroeder
Schumer
Selberling
Sensenbrenner
Sharp
Shaw
Shelby
Sikorski
Simon
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slattery
Smith (FL)
Smith (IA)
Smith (NJ)
Snowe
Snyder
Solarz

St Germain
Staggers
Stark
Stokes
Stratton
Studds
Sundquist
Swift
Synar
‘Tallon
Tauke

McCloskey
MecCurdy
McDade
McEwen
McHugh
McEKernan
McKinney
McNulty
Mica
Mikulski
Miller (CA)
Miller (OH)
Mineta
Minish
Mitchell
Moakley
Molinari
Mollohan
Moody
Morrison (CT)
Morrison (WA)

Gunderson
Hall (IN)
Hall (OH)
Hall, Ralph
Hamilton
Harkin
Hatcher
Hayes
Hefner
Hertel

Holt
Hopkins
Horton
Howard
Hoyer
Hubbard
Hughes
Jacobs
Jeffords
Johnson
Jones (NC)
Jones (OK)
Kaptur
Kastenmejer
Kazen
Eennelly
Kildee
KEindness
Kleczka
Eolter
Kostmayer
LaFalce
Lantos
Leach
Lehman (CA)
Lehman (FL)
Leland

Lent

Levin
Levine
Levitas
Lewis (FL)
Lipinski
Lloyd

Long (LA)
Long (MD)
Lowery (CA)
Lowry (WA)
Lujan
Luken
Lundine
MacKay
Madigan
Markey
Martin (NY)
Martinez
Matsul
Mavroules
Mazzoli
McCain

O’'Brien
Oakar Tauzin
Thomas (GA)
Torricelli
Traxler

Udall
Valentine
Vander Jagt
Vandergriff
Vento
Volkmer
Vuecanovich
Walgren
Watkins
Weaver
Weiss

Wheat
Whitehurst
Whitley
Whitten
Williams (MT)
Williams (OH)
Wilson

Wirth

Wise

Wolf

Wolpe
Wortley
Wright
Wyden

Wylie

Yates

Yatron
Young (AE)
Zschau

Oberstar
Obey
Olin
Ortiz
Ottinger
Owens
Oxley
Panetta
Patterson
Pease
Penny
Pepper
Perkins
Porter
Price
Pursell
Rahall
Rangel
Ratchford
Reid
Richardson
Ridge
Rinaldo
Ritter
Roe

Rogers
Rose
Roukema
Rowland
Roybal
Russo
Sabo
Savage
Scheuer
Schneider

NOT VOTING—40

Akaka Hansen (ID) Regula
Andrews (NC) Hansen (UT) Rodino
AuCoin Harrison Rostenkowski
Biaggl Hawkins Shannon
Boner Heftel Smith, Denny
Clay Jones (TN) Smith, Robert
Crockett Kogovsek Spratt
D'Amours Kramer Stump
Dowdy Lewis (CA) Torres

Ford (TN) Marlenee Towns
Fowler Marriott Waxman
Franklin Martin (NC) Young (MO)
Frost Nichols

Gejdenson Pritchard

0O 1620
The Clerk announced the following

On.this vote:

Mr. Denny Smith for, with Mr. Hawkins
against.

Mr. Franklin for, with Mr. Young of Mis-
souri against.
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So the amendments offered as a sub-
stitute for the amendments were re-
jected.

The result of the vote was an-
nounced as above recorded.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments
offered by the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. OxLEY] are currently pending.
The Chair understands there are a
couple of additional speakers.

Mr. NIELSON of Utah. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the requisite
number of words, and I rise in support
of the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. OxXLEY].

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle-
man from Vermont [Mr. JEFFORDS].

Mr. JEFFORDS. I thank the gentle-
man for yielding to me.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of
H.R. 5541, the public broadcasting
amendments, which authorizes funds
for the Corporation for Public Broad-
casting [CPB] for fiscal years 1987-89
and for the Public Telecommunica-
tions Facilities Program [PTFP] for
fiscal years 1985-87. I ask my col-
leagues to support the authorization
levels in this bill and to oppose the
Oxley amendment.

As my colleagues know, funding for
the CPB was severely cut in 1981 as
part of the overall Federal spending
reduction program. It was hoped that
private funding sources would compen-
sate for these revenue losses. However,
it soon became apparent that al-
though a substantial amount of pri-
vate funding was found, the private
sector is not able to contribute suffi-
cient amounts to enable CPB to con-
tinue its most important programs.
Last September, this body passed a
supplemental authorization which
provided for sufficient funding to
cover inflation and the growth in the
number of public broadcasting sta-
tions.

Today we are considering an author-
ization level which continues the 1983
level with adjustments for inflation. It
seems to me that this is a very reason-
able request in light of the quality of
services provided by public broadcast-
ing and the unique function they per-
form. These funding levels have al-
ready been approved by our colleagues
in the Senate.

The argument is being made that
public broadcasting must receive
greater funding from the private
sector and that the Federal Govern-
ment should not finance these services
to the extent represented by this bill.
However, I would like to point out
that in my State of Vermont, Federal
funding for educational television ac-
counts for only 15 percent of the
budget, which is a decrease of 10 per-
cent since 1980. Vermont ETV has
made concerted efforts to raise private
funding, but private resources are lim-
ited. If we were to authorize only the
amount requested by the Oxley
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amendment, serious cutbacks in essen-
tial programming would be inevitable.
The recent dramatic increases in
viewership prove that such drastic
cuts would do a major disservice to the
public.

I urge my colleagues to review the
history of public broadcast funding
before casting their vote on the Oxley
amendment. The increase in funding
may look substantial if one considers
only the amounts approved for fiscal
years 1984 through 1986. However, we
must remember that these amounts
represent deep cuts from the 1983
level, cuts that would spell the demise
of much of the valuable work of the
CPB and the PTFP if they are allowed
to continue beyond 1986. For these
reasons I ask your support for H.R.
5541 as it now stands.

Mr. NIELSON of Utah. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise to speak in favor of the
Oxley amendment to the public broad-
casting authorization.

Mr. Chairman, I have always been a
strong supporter of public broadcast-
ing, both as a State legislator and also
as Commissioner of Finance for the
State of Utah Higher Education. I was
instrumental in the legislature in insti-
tuting the translator system to bring
public television to all parts of the
State of Utah.

The State of Utah has always valued
public broadcasting and, therefore,
many remote areas of the State can
only be reached by that means, so it is
very important. We must continue
PBS.

This is a serious amendment. I think
we need to look at the facts before we
vote on this amendment. As my col-
leagues know, our present authoriza-
tion, including the supplemental, is
$162 million for public broadcasting.
The bill would propose to raise that to
$238 million in 1987, a 47-percent in-
crease. Actually, it is an 83-percent in-
crease over what we previously passed
in 1981.
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The Oxley amendment calls for a 15-
percent increase each year in 1987,
1988, and 1989, surely a very generous
rate of increase, 15 percent per year.
In construction it calls for a 16.7-per-
cent increase in the first year, 1985, a
14-percent increase in 1986, and a 12%-
percent increase in 1987. Those are
very generous increases the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. OxLEY] is recommend-

I would like to suggest that if we are
really fiscally responsible, we should
be willing to pull our horns in. We do
not need the 47-percent increase in the
one case and the 400-percent increase
in the facilities.

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. NIELSON of Utah. I yield to the
gentleman from Oregon.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I
want to tell my friend, the gentleman
from Utah, that I have carried on a
series of letters with the President of
the Corporation for Public Broadcast-
ing in which I said that I found the
additional commercials they are run-
ning for companies today deleterious
to the integrity of the broadcasting
system. And also the salaries they are
paying in their star system are as high
sometimes as those they are paying in
commercial broadcasting—$200,000 a
year.

I think what they should do is find
the best talent going, not necessarily
stars, and pay them a reasonable
amount and not just try to emulate
the commercial television.

I like public broadcasting. I almost
exclusively watch it. Nevertheless, I
think they should be sent a message
that they should not simply go the
way of flagrant expenditures that the
commercial television does, and I sup-
port the gentleman’'s amendment.

Mr. NIELSON of Utah. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman, and I will
try to plow through this now as quick-
ly as I can.

As a responsible Member of Con-
gress, I must take exception to the
massive increases in funding provided
in this bill. As I indicated, the bill pro-
vides a near 50-percent increase next
year for operations and about a 400-
percent increase in a single year for fa-
cility construction subsidies. This is ri-
diculous when the recently passed
budget resolution only provides a 3Y-
percent increase for all discretionary
programs.

Are we serious about decreasing the
deficit or not? The looming Federal
deficit is a matter of major concern to
the entire Nation. Are we going to pay
lip service, or are we going to bite the
bullet and control spending?

The Oxley amendment is a very re-
sponsible amendment, It does provide
a 15-percent increase per year. It is
more than four times the amount the
budget resolution allows. Any amend-
ment that allows four times the reso-
lution is certainly a responsible
amendment and is certainly not a crip-
pling amendment, as was charged ear-
lier. It is not a program-slashing
amendment.

There are many other alternatives
besides Federal funding for PBS. Let
us continue to support PBS, but let us
explore alternatives and give the tax-
payers a break. We have to get this
deficit under control. The only way to
do it is to control spending.

Mr. Chairman, I support a reasona-
ble increase in PBS funding, and I
urge my colleagues to do the same by
voting for the Oxley amendment.

Mr. FRENZEL. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the requisite number of
words.

Mr. Chairman, I had intended to
offer an amendment to the Oxley
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amendment, but I was late coming to
the floor, and my distinguished col-
league, the gentleman from California
[Mr. DANNEMEYER], offered an amend-
ment that was very similar to mine.
His amendment would have frozen at
the 1984 level the 1985 authorization
for the Corporation for Public Broad-
casting.

My amendment, Mr. Chairman,
would have increased it by 3.5 percent.
I will remind each Member of this
Committee that when we voted for the
House budget, those Members who
voted for it voted for a 3.5-percent in-
crease in this kind of expenditure. If
you vote for the committee bill, you
will blow that increase into a cocked
hat. Even if you vote for the Oxley
amendment, which is the best oppor-
tunity we will have, you will still be
far exceeding the House budget reso-
lution.

Mr. Chairman, I am not going to
offer my amendment, which is only
slightly higher than the Dannemeyer
amendment, in the interest of saving
time for the body. It obviously would
not prevail. I will say, however, in the
interest of preserving the House
budget, which I thought was too high
anyway, that the Members must sup-
port the Oxley amendment or, I think,
cause a whole black mark on the budg-
eting process and on our deliberations
here. If we do not support the Oxley
amendment, it will certainly look like
we did not care about our budget nor
do we care about the deficit.

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, FRENZEL. I yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from Minnesota for
yvielding.

This is the first opportunity we have
had since the recess to vote against
massive deficits. It is as simple as that.
The numbers do not lie.

My amendment provides for a 15-
percent increase, a very generous in-
crease. The committee amendment in-
volves a 50-percent increase in the
first year and an 81-percent increase
over 3 years. It is time that we put our
money where our mouth is.

When I first got here and before I
came here, I always wondered how the
Congress over all these years rolled up
these kinds of deficits. Now I begin to
understand. We have an opportunity
here to reverse that trend, and I would
simply say that any Member who feels
constrained to vote against the amend-
ment presently ought to think twice
before he decries budget deficits on
the floor of this House.

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the gen-
tleman’s yielding.

Mr. FRENZEL. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for his contribu-
tion.
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Mr. Chairman, voting for the Oxley
amendment is the least we should do.
Even if that amendment should pass, 1
will vote against the bill and hope that
it proceeds no further. Nevertheless,
to cover our shame for having defeat-
ed the Dannemeyer amendment, it is
imperative that the Oxley amendment
be passed.

Mr. BRYANT. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the requisite number of
words, and I rise in opposition to the
amendment.
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Mr. Chairman, I believe it is critical-
ly important for the Members of the
House present to recognize some fun-
damentals about the issue that is
before us at this time. One is that we
are voting today to appropriate only
20 percent of the systemwide revenue
of the Corporation for Public Broad-
casting. Eighty percent of it comes
from private subscriptions, from busi-
nesses or from State and local govern-
ments, so those that raise the issue of
whether or not we are overappropriat-
ing funds to the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting or suggest that
perhaps in some fashion we should
send them a message, should be re-
minded that we are appropriating only
20 percent today or authorizing the
expenditure of only 20 percent of the
systemwide revenue of the Corpora-
tion for Public Broadcasting.

Additionally, I think it is extremely
important for us to understand what
in my opinion is a tremendous disin-
genuousness in presenting to this
House the notion that this bill repre-
sents a 50-percent increase in funding.
It does not represent a 50-percent in-
crease in funding.

In 1981 this Congress under the
leadership of the existing occupant of
the White House slashed funding for
the Corporation for Public Broadcast-
ing from $220 million per year to $130
million per year, ostensibly for the
purpose of carrying out an experiment
to see whether or not the system could
find private sources of funding that
would make up the difference. That
experiment was carried out. That ex-
periment failed and we are here today
to ask the Congress to restore the pre-
viously existing level of funding and
no more.

In fact, this bill calls for an amount
of funding which is itself 15 percent
less than what the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting presented to our
committee as the minimum necessary
to sustain its programming agenda.

I think it is very, very important for
this House to reject, first of all, what I
consider to be a very unfortunate use
of the figures, and second, to cease
and to reject as representatives of the
American public this unceasing assault
on public education, unceasing assault
on education of the public through
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television, that continues to come
from the leadership of the minority.

We ask that public broadcasting be
restored to the minimum survival
levels necessary to carry it forward as
has been determined by the Bipartisan
Temporary Commission on Alternative
Public Financing, that was well served
by my colleague, the gentleman from
Washington [Mr. Swirt], and by the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TAUKE] as
well.

I call upon the House in my remarks
today simply to reject what I consider
to be a disingenuous use of the figures,
to recognize that this is not a 50-per-
cent increase. This is a restoration to
the original levels of funding that is
necessary to make this corporation
viable and have continued success in
terms of educating the publie.

Mr. SWIFT. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield.

Mr. BRYANT. I yield.

Mr. SWIFT. Mr. Chairman, I want
to thank the gentleman for what he
has just pointed out. What is the old
phrase? ‘“There are lies, damned lies,
and statisties.”

We have been tossing numbers
around. Let me toss some numbers
around. In 1984, the authorization was
a 38-percent cut from the previous
year and it is from that cut that they
are extrapolating their figures. If you
take the 1983 appropriation, not the
1984, the point I am making is that
these percentages change depending
on what you use as your base figures.
If you use the authorization of 1983,
there has been a 3.8, less than 4 per-
cent increase every year. In fact, the
total increase over that period of time
is only 9 percent.

What the other side is using, they
are using the figures after the Draco-
nian 38-percent cut that occurred in
1984.

Very frankly, the figures in the com-
mittee bill, the figures that exist, I
think this is very revealing, the figures
that are contained in this bill are the
figures that have been commonly re-
ferred to as we have gone through the
legislative process as the Goldwater
figures.

Mr. BRYANT. That is correct.

Mr. SWIFT. They are the figures
that came out of the Senate in June.
These are what we have constantly
considered the Goldwater figures.
They are hardly radical, particularly
coming from the senior Senator from
Arizona.

So I completely agree with the gen-
tleman. The figures have been sorely
abused here on the floor. We are talk-
ing about a very modest increase.

Mr. BRYANT. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for his remarks
and would simply add also that once
we have restored the level of funding
that was cut in 1981 by passing this
bill today unamended, the amount of
increase per year after that amounts
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to only 6 percent a year, again a very
rational and very reasonable figure
which is I am afraid not well repre-
sented, to say the least, by the state-
ments of the proponents of the pend-
ing amendment.

I strongly urge the Members of the
House to defeat the Oxley amendment
and to pass this bill unamended.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Texas has expired.

(At the request of Mr. NieLsoN of
Utah, and by unanimous consent, Mr.
BryanT was allowed to proceed for an
additional 2 minutes.)

Mr. NIELSON of Utah. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BRYANT. I yield to the gentle-
man from Utah.

Mr. NIELSON of Utah. Mr. Chair-
man, in response to the comments
that have been made by the two gen-
tlemen who just spoke in reference to
the numbers I gave, it is not a question
of where we would like to have been
and where we were in 1981 when these
figures were passed. It is where we are
right now. From 162 to 238 is a 47-per-
cent increase, as I indicated.

It is true that if you had continued
in 1981 with that same figure, they
would be higher now, but that is not
where we are now. We are at 162 with
the supplemental and this goes to 238
and I think that is an increase that is
more than we can stand.

Mr. BRYANT. Well, Mr. Chairman,
reclaiming my time, I woud simply say
that I would prefer to think in terms
of where we would have been today
with public broadcasting had it not
been for the Draconian cuts that took
place in 1981. I prefer to look at it that
way. The fact is that we would be
today in a situation where we had a
strong and viable Corporation for
Public Broadcasting instead of one
that is stumbling.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the re-
mainder of my time.

Mr. TAUKE. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of
words.

Mr. Chairman, I hope my colleagues
on the Republican side of the aisle will
listen briefly, because sometimes
things appear differently from what
they actually are. In this case, the
numbers appear different from what
they are.

Over the last 2 years, I spent a good
deal of time on the Temporary Com-
mission for Alternative Financing on
Public Broadcasting. The members of
the Temporary Commission from this
House were Congressman SwiIFT and
myself. We went to that job with the
task of trying to figure out how we
could finance public broadcasting.
Twenty percent of the money comes
from the Federal Government, most
comes from local governments, State
governments and from private solicita-
tion.
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Now, people may ask themselves
why are we asking for these increases
in support for public broadcasting? It
is not because anybody wants to come
up here and try to defend substantial
increases in authorizations for fiscal
years 1987, 1988, and 1989. It is be-
cause we tried to find alternative ways
to finance this system and we came up
short. We spent 2 years looking at
ways in which we could lease out
public broadcasting facilities so that
others could come in on commercial
enterprises, use those facilities to
make commercials or to do some kind
of film making.

We looked at ways in which the
public broadcasting facilities could
provide other services. We looked at
advertising. Some of you may recall
that I was the primary advocate of
some kind of advertising on public
broadcasting when we last debated
this measure.

We had an experiment during which
a number of stations considered adver-
tising, but all those efforts came up
short. We could raise some money, ad-
ditional money for public broadcast-
ing, but not enough to meet the needs.

Now, the bottom line, Mr. Chairman,
is that the need is not at your local
stations, although they may have
some need, but most of them can keep
themselves afloat. The need is for the
production of the programming that is
broadcast on those local stations. In
Iowa we have a fine facility. We are
able to meet our local needs, but what
are we going to put on the air? It is
the programs that come from the sta-
tions in Boston, in New York, and
other places.
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Unless we provide some funding,
those programs are not going to be
produced. I do not care how much
your State government or your local
government or your friends organiza-
tions raise for public broadcasting,
they are not going to have the re-
sources to have good programming on
the air.

Ladies and gentlemen, that is what
this is about. We have made a solid
effort in this House to find alternative
ways to finance this system after we
cut the system 38 percent and we have
made a solid effort to do that and we
failed to come up with alternative
methods.

It is irresponsible, in my judgment,
for us now to then turn around and
say well, even though we failed to
come up with the alternative method,
we are still going to maintain the
spending cuts because if you do that
you are going to have a solid public
broadcasting system.

So very truthfully, with all respect
to my colleagues who are standing on
the principle of fiscal responsibility,
which I, too, like to embrace, it is fis-
cally irresponsible to cut this system
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in a way which throws out what we
have gained so far and which makes
the facilities which we have built vir-
tually useless because we do not have
the programming to put on them
which undercuts the private sector ef-
forts that are needed in order to fi-
nance most of this system, which
leaves our States hanging high and
dry supporting facilities with nothing
to broadcast over those facilities.

So if you are interested in having
something decent on the air, the small
amount of money that we are putting
up here is going to keep something
decent on the air and make all of that
other investment worthwhile. That is
why we have to spend a little time ar-
guing about this because you need to
understand we cut substantially. We
tried it and it did not work. We are
now going back to the levels of fund-
ing we had before, no big increases,
going back to where we were before,
and we are at the same time trying to
extend and improve this system so
that we can use it for educational pur-
poses and use it for the other purposes
which have made public broadcasting
so widely accepted and ever increasing-
ly accepted in our country.

Mr. WIRTH. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. TAUKE. I am happy to yield.

Mr. WIRTH. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
TAukE] has made the case for public
broadcasting and against the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. OxLEY]. I would join with
my colleague in urging all Members to
vote no on the Oxley amendment and
then to vote yes on final passage.

I thank the gentleman for yielding
and for his great help.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TAvKE] has
expired.

(By unanimous consent Mr. TAUKE
was allowed to proceed for 30 addition-
al seconds.)

Mr. TAUKE. I might just point out
one more thing for my colleagues on
this side, and that is that the other
body has already passed this bill with
these figures. These figures were
brought to the forefront by Senator
GoLpwAaTER after he, too, looked at
this issue. It came out of our subcom-
mittee with strong bipartisan support.
It came out of the full committee with
strong bipartisan support.

I think people ought to recognize
that those who have studied the issue
most closely realize that this is not
any big increase in funding for public
broadcasting, that it is trying to main-
tain a system with minimal Federal as-
sistance.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendments offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. OXLEY].
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The question was taken; and the
Chairman announced that the noes
appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, I
demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic
device, and there were—ayes 176, noes
217, not voting 40, as follows:

[Roll No. 308]
AYES—176

Gregeg
Gunderson
Hall, Ralph Olin

Hall, Sam Oxley
Hammerschmidt Packard
Hance Parris
Hartnett Pashayan
Hightower Patman

Hiler Paul

Hillis Penny

Holt Petri

Hopkins Pickle
Huckaby Porter
Hughes Pursell
Hunter Quillen
Hutto Ray

Hyde Regula
Ireland Ritter
Jenkins Roberts
Johnson Robinson
Jones (OK) Roemer
EKasich Rogers
Kazen Roukema
Kemp Rowland
Kindness Rudd
Kleczka Schaefer
Kolter Schulze
Lagomarsino Sensenbrenner
Latta Shaw

Leach Shumway
Leath Shuster

Lent Siljander
Levitas Sisisky

Lewis (FL) Slattery
Livingston
Lloyd
Loeffler
Lott
Lowery (CA)
Lungren
Mack
Madigan
Martin (IL)
McCain
McCandless
McCollum
McCurdy
McEwen
McGrath
McEKernan
Michel
Miller (OH)
Molinari
Montgomery
Moore
Moorhead
Murphy
Myers
Nielson

NOES—217

Borski
Boucher
Boxer
Breaux
Brooks
Brown (CA)
Bryant
Burton (CA)
Byron

Carr
Chandler
Chappell
Clarke
Clinger
Coelho
Coleman (TX)
Collins
Conte

O'Brien
Obey

Burton (IN)
Campbell
Carney
Carper
Chappie
Cheney
Coats
Coleman (MO)
Conable
Corcoran
Coughlin
Courter
Craig
Crane, Daniel
Daniel
Dannemeyer
Darden
Daub

de la Garza
Derrick
DeWine
Dickinson
Dreler
Dyson
Edwards (OK)
Emerson
English
Erdreich
Erlenborn
Evans (IA)
Fiedler
Fields
Frenzel
Gekas
Gibbons
Gilman
Gingrich
Glickman
Goodling
Gradison
Gramm

Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Snyder
Solomon
Spence
Stangeland
Stenholm
Sundquist
Tallon
Tauzin
Taylor
Thomas (CA)
Valentine
Vander Jagt
Vandergriff
Walker
Watkins
Weber
Whittaker
Winn

Wolf

Wylie
Young (FL)
Zschau

Conyers
Cooper
Coyne
Crane, Philip
Daschle
Davis
Dellums
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Donnelly
Dorgan
Downey
Duncan
Durbin
Dwyer
Dymally
Early

Ackerman
Addabbo
Akaka
Alexander
Anderson
Annunzio
Anthony
Aspin
Barnes
Bates
Bedell
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Eckart

Edgar
Edwards (AL)
Edwards (CA)

Hall (IN)
Hall (OH)
Hamilton
Harkin
Hatcher
Hayes
Hefner
Hertel
Horton
Howard
Hoyer
Hubbard
Jacobs
Jeffords
Jones (NC)
KEaptur
Kastenmeier
Kennelly
Kildee
Kostmayer
LaFalce
Lantos
Lehman (CA)
Lehman (FL)
Leland

Levin

Levine
Lipinski
Long (LA)
Lowry (WA)

Andrews (NC)
AuCoin
Biaggi

Boner

Britt

Clay

Crockett
D'Amours
Dowdy

Ford (TN)

Franklin
Frost
Gejdenson

Lujan
Luken
Lundine
MacKay
Markey
Martin (NY)
Martinez
Matsui
Mavroules
Mazzoli
McCloskey
McDade
McHugh
McKinney
MeNulty
Mica
Mikulski
Miller (CA)
Mineta
Minish
Mitchell
Mosakley
Mollohan
Moody
Morrison (CT)
Morrison (WA)
Mrazek
Murtha
Natcher
Neal
Nelson
Nowak
Oakar
Oberstar
Ortiz
Ottinger
Owens
Panetta
Patterson
Pease
Pepper
Perkins
Price
Pritchard
Rahall
Rangel
Ratchford
Reid
Richardson
Ridge
Rinaldo
Roe

Rose

Roth
Roybal

Hansen (ID)
Hansen (UT)
Harrison
Hawkins
Heftel
Jones (TN)
Eogovsek
Kramer
Lewis (CA)
Long (MD)
Marlenee
Marriott
Martin (NC)
Nichols
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Russo

Sabo
Savage
Sawyer
Scheuer
Schneider
Schroeder
Schumer
Seiberling
Sharp
Shelby
Sikorski
Skeen
Skelton
Smith (FL)
Smith (IA)
Snowe
Solarz

St Germain
Staggers
Stark
Btokes
Stratton
Studds
Swift
Synar
Tauke
Thomas (GA)
Torricelli
Traxler
Udall
Vento
Volkmer
Vucanovich
Walgren
Weaver
Weiss
Wheat
Whitehurst
Whitley
Whitten
Williams (MT)
Williams (OH)
Wilson
Wirth

Wise
Wolpe
Wortley
‘Wright
Wyden
Yates
Yatron
Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—40

Rodino
Rostenkowski
Shannon
Simon

Smith, Denny
Smith, Robert
Spratt

Stump
Torres

Towns
Waxman
Young (MO)

The Clerk announced the following
pairs:

On this vote:

Mr. Franklin for, with Mr. Young of Mis-
souri against.

Mr. Denny Smith for, with Mr. Hawkins
against.

Mr. ANDREWS of Texas changed
his vote from “no" to “aye.”

So the amendments were rejected.

The result of the vote was an-
nounced as above recorded.

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any ad-
ditional amendments to section 2?

If not, the Clerk will designate sec-
tion 3.

The text of section 3 is as follows:

AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR
PUBLIC BROADCASTING

Sec. 3. (a) Section 396(kX1XC) of the
Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C.
396(k)1XC)) is amended—

(1) by striking out “and 1986" and insert-
ing in lieu thereof 1986, 1987, 1988, and
1989"";

(2) by striking out “and” after *“1985,";
and

(3) by inserting before the period at the
end thereof the following: “, $238,000,000
for fiscal year 1987, $253,000,000 for fiscal
year 1988, and $270,000,000 for fiscal year
1989,

(b) Section 396(k)X3)}AXiXII) of such Act
(47 U.B.C. 396(k}3MANIXII)) is amended by
striking out “research, training, technical
assistance, engineering, instructional sup-
port, payment of interest on indebtedness,”.
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The CHAIRMAN. Are there any
amendments to section 3? If not, the
Clerk will designate section 4.

The text of section 4 is as follows:
CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL AND EXPENDITURES BY
SECRETARY OF COMMERCE

Skec. 4. Section 393 of the Communications
Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 393) is amended by
striking out subsection (c) and by redesig-
nating subsection (d) as subsection (¢).

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any
amendments to section 4? If not, the
Clerk will designate section 5.

The text of section 5 is as follows:
REPEAL OF THE UNRELATED BUSINESS INCOME
TAX PENALTY

Sec. 5. Section 396(k) of the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 396(k)) is
amended by striking out paragraph (8) and
by redesignating paragraphs (9) and (10) as
paragraphs (8) and (9), respectively.

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any fur-
ther amendments?

If not, the question is on the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a
substitute.

The committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule,
the Committee rises.

Accordingly the Committee rose;
and the Speaker having resumed the
chair, Mr. GLICKMAN, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consid-
eration the bill (H.R. 5541) to amend
the Communications Act of 1934 to
extend certain authorizations of ap-
propriations contained in such aect,
and for other purposes, pursuant to
House Resolution 521, he reported the
bill back to the House with an amend-
ment adopted by the Committee of
the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the
previous question is ordered.

The question is on the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the engrossment and third reading of
the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read
the third time.
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Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that if a rollcall
vote is taken on the bill now pending,
the votes ordered on suspension of the
rules, HR. 1580 and H.R. 5616, be
taken by no more than 5-minute votes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Washington?

Mr. LOTT. Reserving the right to
object, Mr. Speaker, and I do not
intend to object, just to clarify for all
the Members what is being requested
here, it is just that we have a 5-minute
vote on the two suspensions now pend-
ing; is that correct?

Mr. FOLEY. That is correct.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw
my reservation of objection.

The SPEAKER. That is the case if
there is a rollcall on this bill.

Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from Washington [Mr.
FoLEY]?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. LEVITAS. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER. The Chair would
remind the Members that this is a 15-
minute vote followed by two 5-minute
votes.

The vote was taken by electronic
device, and there were—yeas 302, nays
91, answered “present” 1, not voting

39, as follows:
[Roll No. 3091
YEAS—302

Clarke

Clinger
Coelho
Coleman (MO)
Coleman (TX)
Collins
Conable
Conte
Conyers
Cooper
Corcoran
Coughlin
Courter

Coyne

Darden
Daschle

Davis

de la Garza

Ackerman
Addabbo
Akaka
Albosta
Alexander
Anderson
Andrews (TX)
Annunzio
Anthony
Applegate
Aspin
Barn

Fascell
Fazio
Feighan
Ferraro
Fish
Flippo
Florio
Foglietta
Foley
Ford (MI)
Frank

Fugqua
Garcia
Gaydos
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilman

Barnes
Bates
Bedell
Beilenson
Bennett
Bereuter

Berman
Bevill
Boehlert
Boggs
Boland
Bonior
Bonker
Borski
Bosco
Boucher
Boxer
Breaux
Brooks
Brown (CA)
Bryant
Burton (CA)
Byron
Carper
Carr

Chandler
Chappell
Chappie

Dellums
Derrick
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Donnelly
Dorgan
Downey
Duncan
Durbin
Dwyer
Dymally
Dyson
Early
Eckart
Edgar
Edwards (AL)
Edwards (CA)
English
Erdreich
Evans (IA)
Evans (IL)

Glickman
Gonzalez
Goodling
Gore
Gray
Green
Guarini
Hall (IN)
Hall (OH)
Hall, Ralph
Hamilton
Hammerschmidt
Hance
Harkin
Hatcher
Hayes
Hefner
Hertel
Hightower
Horton
Howard
Hoyer
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Hubbard
Huckaby
Hughes
Hunter
Hutto
Ireland
Jacobs
Jeffords
Jenkins
Johnson
Jones (NC)
Jones (OK)
Kaptur
Kastenmefer
Kazen
Kennelly
Kildee
Kleczka
Kolter
Kostmayer
LaFalce
Lantos
Leach

Leath
Lehman (CA)
Lehman (FL)
Leland

Lent

Levin

Levine
Levitas
Lewis (FL)
Lipinski
Lloyd

Long (LA)
Lowery (CA)
Lowry (WA)
Lujan

Luken
Lundine
MacKay
Madigan
Markey

Martin (NY)

Martinez
Matsui
Mavroules
Mazzoli
McCain
McCloskey
McCollum
McCurdy
McDade
McHugh
McKernan
McKinney
McNulty
Mica
Mikulski
Miller (CA)
Miller (OH)

Archer

Rose
Roth
Rowland
Roybal
Russo
Sabo
Savage
Bawyer
Scheuer
Schneider
Schroeder
Schulze
Schumer
Seiberling

NAYS—91
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Sharp
Shelby
Sikorski
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slattery
Smith (FL)
Smith (1A)
Smith (NJ)
Snowe
Snyder
Solarz
Spence

St Germain
Staggers
Stark
Stokes
Stratton
Studds
Sundquist
Swift
Synar
Tallon
Tauke
Tauzin
Taylor
Thomas (GA)
Torricelli
Traxler
Udall
Valentine
Vander Jagt
Vandergriff
Vento
Volkmer
Vucanovich
Walgren
Watkins
Weaver
Weiss
Wheat
Whitehurst
Whitley
Whitten
Williams (MT)
Williams (OH)
Wilson
Wirth

Wise

Wolf
Wolpe
Wortley
Wright
Wyden
Wylie
Yates
Yatron
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Oxley
Packard
Pashayan
Paul

Petri
Quillen
Regula
Ritter
Roberts
Robinson
Roemer
Roukema
Rudd
Schaefer
Sensenbrenner
Shaw
Shumway
Shuster
Siljander
Smith (NE)
Solomon
Stangeland
Stenholm
Thomas (CA)
Walker
Weber
Whittaker
Winn
Zschau

ANSWERED “PRESENT"—1
Long (MD)

NOT VOTING—39

Gejdenson Nichols
Hansen (ID) Rodino
Hansen (UT) Rostenkowski
Harrison Shannon
Hawkins Simon

Heftel Smith, Denny
Jones (TN) Smith, Robert
Kogovsek Spratt
Kramer Stump

Lewis (CA) Torres
Marlenee Towns
Marriott Waxman
Martin (NC) Young (MO)

0O 1720

The Clerk announced the following
pairs:

On this vote:

Mr. Young of Missouri for, with Mr.
Franklin against.

Mr. Hawkins for, with Mr. Denny Smith
against.

Messrs. ROBINSON, SAM B. HALL,
JR., and RITTER changed their votes
from “yea’” to ‘“‘nay.”

Mr. EDWARDS of California
changed his vote from “nay” to “yea.”

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was annonced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Andrews (NC)
AuCoin
Blaggi
Boner
Britt

Clay
Crockett
D’Amours
Dowdy
Ford (TN)
Fowler
Franklin
Frost

0O 1730

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the Senate bill (S.
2436) to authorize appropriations of
funds for activities of the Corporation
for Public Broadcasting, and for other
purposes, and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the
Senate bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Colorado?

Mr. DANNEMEYER. Mr. Speaker,
reserving the right to object, this
Member from California could not
hear what the gentleman from Colora-
do said in connection with his request
because the House is not in order, and
I would like to just hear what the gen-
tleman is asking be done.

Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the Senate bill (8.
2436) to authorize appropriations of
funds for activities of the Corporation
for Public Broadcasting, and for other
purposes, and ask for its immediate
consideration.

I will then move, I say to the gentle-
man from California [Mr. DANNE-
MEYER] to strike out all after the en-
acting clause, substitute the bill we
just passed for the Senate bill, and
then pass this bill.

Mr. DANNEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, I
object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE
SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the
provisions of clause 5, rule I, the Chair
will not put the question on each
motion on which further proceedings
were postponed in the order in which
that motion was entertained.

Votes will be taken in the following
order;: H . R. 1580, and H.R. 5616, both
by the yeas and nays. These will be 5-
minute votes.

AVIATION DRUG-TRAFFICKING
CONTROL ACT

The SPEAKER. The pending busi-
ness is the question of suspending the
rules and passing the bill, H.R. 1580,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from California [Mr. MinNeTA] that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 1580, as amended, on which
the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic
device, and there were—yeas 393, nays

1, not voting 39, as follows:

Ackerman
Addabbo
Akaka
Albosta
Alexander
Anderson
Andrews (TX)
Annunzio
Anthony
Applegate
Archer
Aspin
Badham
Barnard
Barnes
Bartlett
Bateman
Bates
Bedell
Beilenson
Bennett
Bereuter
Berman
Bethune
Bevill
Bilirakis
Bliley
Boehlert
Boggs
Boland
Bonior
Bonker
Borskl
Boucher
Boxer
Breaux
Britt
Brooks
Broomfield
Brown (CA)
Brown (CO)
Broyhill
Bryant
Burton (CA)
Burton (IN)
Byron
Campbell
Carney
Carper
Carr
Chandler
Chappell
Chappie

[Roll No. 3101

YEAS—393

Cheney
Clarke
Clinger
Coats

Coelho
Coleman (MO)
Coleman (TX)
Collins
Conable
Conte
Conyers
Cooper
Corcoran
Coughlin
Courter
Coyne

Cralg

Crane, Daniel
Crane, Philip
Daniel
Dannemeyer
Darden
Daschle
Daub

Davis

de la Garza
Dellums
Derrick
DeWine
Dickinson
Dicks

Dingell
Dixon
Donnelly
Dorgan
Downey
Dreier
Duncan
Durbin
Dwyer
Dymally
Dyson

Early

Eckart

Edgar
Edwards (AL)
Edwards (CA)
Edwards (OK)
Emerson
English
Erdreich
Erlenborn
Evans (IA)

Evans (IL)
Fascell
Fazio
Feighan
Ferraro
Fiedler
Fields
Fish
Flippo
Florio
Foglietta
Foley
Ford (MI)
Frank
Frenzel
Fuqua
Garcia
Gaydos
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilman
Gingrich
Glickman
Gonzalez
Goodling

Hall (IN)
Hall (OH)
Hall, Ralph
Hall, Sam
Hamilton
Hammerschmidt
Hance
Harkin
Hartnett
Hatcher
Hayes
Hefner
Hertel
Hightower
Hiler

Hillis

Holt
Hopkins
Horton
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Howard
Hoyer
Hubbard
Huckaby
Hughes
Hunter
Hutto
Hyde
Ireland
Jacobs
Jeffords
Jenkins
Johnson
Jones (NC)
Jones (OK)
Kaptur
Kasich
Kastenmeler
Kazen

Miller (CA)
Miller (OH)
Mineta
Minish
Mitchell
Moakley
Molinari
Mollohan
Montgomery

Schulze
Schumer
Seiberling
Sensenbrenner
Sharp
Shaw
Shelby
Shumway
Shuster
Sikorski
Siljander
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slattery
Smith (FL)
Smith (1A)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Snowe
Snyder
Solarz
Solomon
Spence

St Germain
Staggers
Stangeland
Stark
Stenholm
Stokes
Stratton
Studds
Sundquist
Swift

Synar
Tallon
Tauke
Tauzin
Taylor
Thomas (CA)
Thomas (GA)
Torricelli
Traxler
Udall
Valentine
Vander Jagt
Vandergriff
Vento
Volkmer
Vucanovich
Walgren
Walker
Watkins
Weaver
Weber
Weiss
Wheat
Whitehurst
Whitley
Whittaker
Whitten
Williams (MT)
Williams (OH)
Wilson
Winn
Wirth

Wise

Wolf

Wolpe
Wortley
Wright
Wyden
Wylie
Yates
Yatron
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Zschau

Morrison (WA)
Mrazek
Murphy
Murtha
Myers
Natcher
Neal
Nelson
Nichols
Nielson
Nowak
O'Brien
Oakar
Oberstar
Obey
Olin
Ortiz
Ottinger
Owens
Oxley
Packard
Panetta
Parris
Pashayan
Patman
Patterson
Pease
Penny
Pepper
Perkins
Petri
Pickle
Porter
Price
Pritchard
Pursell
Quillen
Rahall
Rangel
Ratchford
Ray
Regula
Reid
Richardson
Ridge
Rinaldo
Ritter
Roberts
Robinson
Roe
Roemer
Rogers
Rose
Roth
Roukema
Rowland
Roybal
Rudd
Russo
Sabo
Savage
Schaefer
Scheuer
Schneider
Schroeder

NAYS-—1
Paul

NOT VOTING—39

Gejdenson Rodino
Hansen (ID) Rostenkowski
Hansen (UT) Sawyer
Harrison Shannon
Hawkins Simon

Heftel Smith, Denny
Jones (TN) Smith, Robert
Kogovsek Spratt
Kramer Stump

Lewis (CA) Torres
Marlenee Towns
Marriott Waxman
Martin (NC) Young (MO)

Kemp
Kennelly
Kildee
Kindness
Kleczka
Kolter
Kostmayer

Long (LA)
Long (MD)
Lott

Lowery (CA)
Lowry (WA)
Lujan
Luken
Lundine
Lungren
Mack
MacKay
Madigan
Markey
Martin (IL)
Martin (NY)
Martinez
Matsui

Andrews (NC)
AuCoin
Biaggi
Boner
Bosco
Clay
Crockett
D’Amours
Dowdy
Ford (TN)
Fowler
Franklin
Frost
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was an-
nounced as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

0 1740

Mr. MINETA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Commit-
tee on Public Works and Transporta-
tion be discharged from further con-
sideration of the Senate bill (S. 1146)
to amend the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 to provide for the revocation of
the airman certificates and for addi-
tional penalties for the transportation
by aircraft of controlled substances,
and for other purposes, and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the
Senate bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California?

Mr. McEWEN. Mr. Speaker, reserv-
ing the right to object, I do so for the
purpose of asking the gentleman if he
has cleared this with the minority and
what arrangements they have agreed
to.
Mr. MINETA. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will yield, this has been
cleared with the minority, and they
are well aware of this request.

Mr. MCEWEN. As a member of the
subcommittee, I regret that I was not
informed.

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as
follows:

8. 1146

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United Slates of
America in Congress assembled, That this
Act may be cited as the “Aviation Drug-
Trafficking Control Act”.

Skec. 2. (a) Section 609 of the Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1429) is amended
by adding at the end thereof the following
new subsection:

“TRANSPORTATION, DISTRIBUTION, OR OTHER
ACTIVITIES RELATED TO CONTROLLED SUB-
STANCES

“(eX1) The Administrator shall issue an
order revoking the airman certificates of
any person upon conviction of such person
for any felony violation of a State or Feder-
al law relating to a controlled substance
(other than a law relating to simple posses-
sion of a controlled substance) if the Admin-
istrator determines that (A) an aircraft was
used in connection with the commission of
the offense and (B) such person knowingly
either served as an airman in connection
with the offense or was on board the air-
craft in connection with the offense.

“(2) The Administrator shall issue an
order revoking the airman certificates of
any person if the Administrator determines
that—
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“(A) the airman has engaged in an activity
which he knew, or had reasonable cause to
know, was intended to distribute, import, or
export a controlled substance;

“(B) an aircraft was used in such activity
or to facilitate such activity;

“¢C) the airman either served as an
airman in connection with such activity or
was on board the aircraft in connection with
such activity;

“(D) the controlled substance was not part
of the legitimate offical supplies of such air-
craft;

“(E) the controlled substance was not part
of the cargo entered in the manifest of an
aircraft engaged in the usual course of busi-
ness of a common on contract carrier certifi-
cated to carry cargo under the provisions of
this Act; and

“(F) the airman (or his employer) was not

authorized to distribute, import, or export
(as the case may be) the controlled sub-
stance under any State or Federal law or
under the authority of any State or Federal
agency.
For the purpose of subparagraph (F) of this
paragraph, if the Administrator determines
that the airman (or his employer) was not
registered to distribute, import, or export
(as the case may be) the controlled sub-
stance in question pursuant to section 303
of the Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C.
823) or section 1007 of the Controlled Sub-
stances Import and Export Act (21 U.S.C.
957), the burden of proof shall be on the
airman to establish that he (or his employ-
er) was authorized to distribute, import, or
export (as the case may be) such controlled
substance under any State or Federal law or
under the authority of any State or Federal
agency. This paragraph is intended to reach
activity occurring within the territorial ju-
risdiction of the United States, or without
the territorial jurisdiction of the United
States, or both.

“(3) Prior to revoking an airman certifi-
cate under this subsection, the Administra-
tor shall advise the holder thereof of the
charges or any reasons relied upon by the
Administrator for his proposed action and
shall provide the holder of such certificate
an opportunity to answer any charges and
be heard as to why such certificate should
not be revoked. Any person whose certifi-
cate is revoked by the Administrator pursu-
ant to this subsection may appeal the Ad-
minstrator's order to the Board and the
Board shall, after notice and a hearing on
the record, affirm, amend, modify, or re-
verse the Administrator's order. In the con-
duct of its hearings, the Board shall not be
bound by findings of fact of the Administra-
tor. The filing of an appeal with the Board
shall stay the effectiveness of the Adminis-
trator's order unless the Administrator ad-
vises the Board that safety in air commerce
or air transportation requires the immediate
effectiveness of his order, in which event
the order shall remain effective and the
Board shall finally dispose of the appeal
within 60 days after being so advised by the
Administrator. A person whose certificate is
revoked by the Board’s order may obtain ju-
dicial review of said order under the provi-
sions of section 1006. The filing of an appli-
cation for such judicial review shall not stay
the effectiveness of the Board's order.

“(4) In any proceeding pursuant to this
subsection, the findings of an appropriate
State or Federal court as to any element of
proof required by this subsection shall be
conclusive and neither the Administrator
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nor the Board shall have the authority to
review such issue,

“(5) In any proceeding pursuant to para-
graph (2) of this subsection—

“(A) neither the Administrator nor the
Board shall be required, or have the author-
ity, to determine if any activity constitutes a
violation of any State or Federal law relat-
ing to a controlled substance;

“(B) no part of the record of such pro-
ceeding shall be admitted as evidence in any
State or Federal criminal proceeding; and

“(C) neither the Administrator nor the
Board shall have the authority to revoke
the airman certificate of any person who
has been the subject of a criminal indict-
ment or information concerning the activity
related to a controlled substance and who
has been acquitted in a State or Federal
court of all charges related to such activity.

“(6) For the purposes of this subsection,
the terms ‘controlled substance’ and ‘distrib-
ute’ shall have the same meaning given such
terms by section 102 of the Controlled Sub-
stances Act (21 U.S.C. 802) and the terms
‘import’ and ‘export’ shall have the same
meaning given such terms by section 1001 of
the Controlled Substances Import and
Export Act (21 U.S.C. 951).”.

(b) That portion of the table of contents
contained in the first section of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 which appears under
the side heading:

“Sec. 609. Amendment, suspension, and rev-
ocation of certificates.”

is amended by adding at the end thereof:

“(e) Transportation, distribution, or other
activity related to controlled
substances,”.

Sec. 3. Section 602(b) of the Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1422(b)) is
amended by inserting (1) after ''(b)” and
by adding at the end thereof the following
new paragraph:

“(2)(A) Except as provided in subpara-
graph (B), the Administrator shall not issue
an airman certificate to any person whose
airman certificate has been revoked pursu-
ant to subsection (c) of section 609 of this
title during the 5-year period beginning on
the date of such revocation.

“UB) The Administrator may issue an
airman certificate to any such person before
the end of such 5-year period (but not
before the end of the l-year period begin-
ning on the date of such revocation) if, in
addition to the findings required by para-
graph (1), the Administrator determines (i)
that revocation of the certificate for such 5-
year period would be excessive considering
the nature of the offense or the act commit-
ted and the burden which revocation places
on such person, or (ii) that revocation of the
certificate for such 5-year period would not
be in the public interest. The determina-
tions under clauses (i) and (ii) of the preced-
ing sentence shall be within the discretion
of the Administrator and any such determi-
nation or failure to make such a determina-
tion shall not be subject to administrative
or judicial review.

“(C) Notwithstanding any other provi-
sions of this paragraph, in any case in which
the Administrator has revoked the airman
certificate of any person pursuant to section
601(c) (1) or (2) as a result of any activity
related to a controlled substance and such
person is subsequently acquitted of all
charges related to such activity in any crimi-
nal indictment or information arising from
such activity, the Administrator shall issue
a certificate to such person if such person is
otherwise qualified to serve as an airman
under the provisions of this Act.”.
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Skec. 4. Section 501(e) of the Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 140l(e)) is
amended by inserting “(1)" after ‘(e)” and
by adding at the end thererof the following
new paragraph:

“(2MA) The Administrator shall issue an
order revoking the certificate of registration
issued to an owner under this section for an
aircraft and each other certificate of regis-
tration held by such owner under this sec-
tion, if the Administrator determines that—

“(1) such aircraft has been used in an ac-
tivity, or to facilitate an activity that is a
felony violation of any State or Federal law
relating to a controlled substance (other
than any law relating to simple possession
of a controlled substance); and

“(ii) the use of the aircraft was permitted

by such owner who knew, or had reasonable
cause to know, that the aircraft was intend-
ed to be used for activity described in clause
(i) of this subparagraph.
For purposes of this paragraph, an owner of
an aircraft who is not an individual shall be
considered to know, or to have reasonable
cause to know, the intended use of an air-
craft only is a majority of the individuals
who control such owner or who are involved
in forming the major policy of such owner
knew, or had reasonable cause to have
known, of such intended use.

“(B) Prior to revoking any certificate of
registration under this subsection the Ad-
ministrator shall advise the holder thereof
of the charges or any reasons relied upon by
the Administrator for his proposed action
and shall provide the holder of the certifi-
cate of registration an opportunity to
answer any charges and be heard as to why
such certificate should not be revoked. Any
person whose certificate of registration is
revoked by the Administrator pursuant to
this subsection may appeal the Administra-
tor's order to the Board and the Board
shall, after notice and a hearing on the
record, affirm, amend, meodify, or reverse
the Administrator’'s order. In the conduct of
its hearings, the Board shall not be bound
by findings of fact of the Administrator.
The filing of an appeal with the Board shall
stay the effectiveness of the Administrator's
order unless the Administrator advises the
Board that safety in air commerce or air
transportation requires the immediate ef-
fectiveness of his order, in which event the
order shall remain effective and the Board
shall finally dispose of the appeal within 60
days after being so advised by the Adminis-
trator. The person whose certificate of reg-
istration is revoked by the Board’s order
may obtain judicial review of said order
under the provisions of section 1006. The
filing of an application for such judicial
review shall not stay the effectiveness of
the Board’s order.

“(C) In any proceeding under this para-
graph—

“(i) the term ‘controlled substance’ shall
have the same meaning given such term by
section 102 of the Controlled Substances
Act (21 U.S.C. 802);

“(ii) no part of the record of such proceed-
ing shall be admitted as evidence in any
State or Federal criminal proceeding;

“(iii) neither the Administrator nor the
Board shall have the authority to revoke
any certificate of registration if the owner
of such aircraft has been the subject of a
criminal indictment or information concern-
ing the alleged illegal activity related to a
controlled substance and has been acquitted
in a State or Federal court of all such
charges; an
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“(iv) the findings of an appropriate State
or Federal court as to any element of proof
required by such paragraph shall be conclu-
sive and neither the Administrator nor the
Board shall have the authority to review
such issue.

“(D) Notwithstanding any other provision
of this paragraph, in any case in which the
Administrator has revoked the certificate of
registration of any person as a result of any
activity related to controlled substance and
such person is subsequently acquitted of all
charges related to such activity in any crimi-
nal indictment or information arising from
such activity, the Administrator shall issue
a certificate of registration to such person if
such person is otherwise qualified for such a
certificate under the provision of this Act.

“(E) Except as provided in subparagraph
(F), the Administrator shall not issue a cer-
tificate of registration to any person who
has had a certificate revoked pursuant to
subparagraph (A) of this paragraph during
the 5-year period beginning on the date of
such revocation.

“(F) The Administrator may issue a certif-
icate of registration for an aircraft to any
such person before the end of such 5-year
period (but not before the end of the 1-year
period beginning on the date of such revoca-
tion) if the Administrator determines that
such aircraft is otherwise eligible for regis-
tration under this section and (i) that revo-
cation of the certificate for such 5-year
period would be excessive considering the
nature of the offense or the act committed
and the burden which revocation places on
such person, or (ii) that revocation of the
certificate for such 5-year period would not
be in the public interest. The determina-
tions under clauses (1) and (ii) of the preced-
ing sentence shall be within the discretion
of the Administrator and any such deter-
minaiton or failure to make such a determi-
nation shall not be subject to administrative
or judicial review,".

Skc. 5. Section 902(b) of the Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1472(b)) is
amended—

(1) by striking out “(b) Any person who”
and inserting in lieu thereof “(b)1) Except
as provided in paragraph (2), any person
who'';

(2) by striking out “uses or attempts to
use” and inserting in lieu thereof ‘sells,
uses, attempts to use, or possesses with the
intent to use"; and

(3) by adding at the end thereof the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

“(2)(A) Any person who violates para-
graph (1) of this subsection (other than by
selling a fraudulent certificate) with the
intent to commit any act prohibited by the
State or Federal felony law relating to con-
trolled substances (other than any law relat-
ing to simple possession of a controlled sub-
stance) shall be subject to a fine not exceed-
ing $25,000 or to imprisonment not exceed-
ing 5 years, or both.

“(B) Any person who violates paragraph
(1) of this subsection by selling a fraudulent
certificate with the knowledge that the pur-
chaser intends to use such certificate in con-
nection with any act prohibited by any
State or Federal felony law relating to con-
trolled substances (other than any law relat-
ing to simple possession of a controlled sub-
stance) shall be subject to a fine not exceed-
ing $25,000 or to imprisonment not exceed-
ing 5 years, or both.

‘“(C) For purposes of this paragraph, the
term ‘controlled substance’ has the meaning
given such term by section 102(6) of the
Controlled Substances Act.”
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Sec. 6. This Act and the amendments
made by this Act shall apply with respect to
acts and violations occurring after the date
of enactment of this Act.

MOTION OFFERED BY MR, MINETA

Mr. MINETA. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. MINETA moves to strike out all after
the enacting clause of the Senate bill, S.
1146, and to insert in lieu thereof the provi-
sions contained in the bill, H.R. 1580, as
passed by the House.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate bill was ordered to be
read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

A similar House bill (H.R. 1580) was
laid on the table.

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES

Mr. MINETA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the House
insist on its amendments to the Senate
bill, S. 1146 and request a conference
with the Senate thereon.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California? The Chair hears none, and
appoints the following conferees:
Messrs. MINETA, ANDERSON, ROE,
SNYDER, and HAMMERSCHMIDT,

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MINETA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the Senate bill just passed.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California?

There was no objection.

COUNTERFEIT-ACCESS DEVICE
AND COMPUTER FRAUD AND
ABUSE ACT OF 1984

The SPEAKER. The pending busi-
ness is the question of suspending the
rules and passing the bill, H.R. 5616,
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from New Jersey [Mr. HucHEs] that
the House suspend the rules and pass
the bill, HR. 5616, as amended, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic
device, and there were—yeas 395, nays
0, not voting 38, as follows:

[Roll No. 3111
YEAS—395

Britt
Brooks
Broomfield
Brown (CA)
Brown (CO)
Broyhill
Bryant
Burton (CA)
Burton (IN)
Byron
Campbell
Carney
Carper
Carr

Chandler
Chappell
Chapple
Cheney
Clarke
Clinger
Coats
Coelho
Coleman (MO)
Coleman (TX)
Collins
Conable
Conte
Conyers
Cooper
Corcoran
Coughlin
Courter
Coyne

Craig

Crane, Daniel
Crane, Philip
Daniel
Dannemeyer
Darden
Daschle
Daub

Davis

de la Garza
Dellums
Derrick
DeWine
Dickinson
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Donnelly
Dorgan
Downey
Dreier
Duncan
Durbin
Dwyer
Dymally
Dyson

Early

Eckart
Edgar
Edwards (AL)
Edwards (CA)
Edwards (OK)
Emerson
English
Erdreich
Erlenborn
Evans (IA)
Evans (IL)
Fascell

Fazio
Feighan
Ferraro
Fiedler
Fields

Fish

Flippo

Florio
Foglietta
Foley

Ford (MI)
Frank

Frenzel
Fuqua
Garcia
Gaydos
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilman
Gingrich
Glickman
Gonzalez
Goodling

Gore
Gradison
Gramm
Gray
Green
Gregg
Guarini
Gunderson
Hall (IN)
Hall (OH)
Hall, Ralph
Hall, Sam
Hamilton
Hammerschmidt
Hance
Harkin
Hartnett
Hatcher
Hayes
Hefner
Hertel
Hightower
Hiler

Hillis

Holt
Hopkins
Horton
Howard
Hoyer
Hubbard
Huckaby
Hughes
Hunter
Hutto
Hyde
Ireland
Jacobs
Jeffords
Jenkins
Johnson
Jones (NC)
Jones (OK)
Eaptur
Kasich
Kastenmeier
Kazen

Kemp
Eennelly
Kildee
Kindness
Kleczka
Kolter
Kostmayer
LaFalce
Lagomarsino
Lantos
Latta

Leach

Leath
Lehman (CA)
Lehman (FL)
Leland

Lent

Levin
Levine
Levitas
Lewis (FL)
Lipinski
Livingston
Lloyd
Loeffler
Long (LA)
Long (MD)
Lott

Lowery (CA)
Lowry (WA)
Lujan
Luken
Lundine
Lungren
Mack
MacKay
Madigan
Markey
Martin (IL)
Martin (NY)
Martinez
Matsul
Mavroules
Mazzoli
McCain

McEwen
McGrath
McHugh
McKernan
McKinney
McNulty
Mica

Michel
Mikulski{
Miller (CA)
Miller (OH)
Mineta
Minish
Mitchell
Moakley
Molinari
Mollohan
Montgomery
Moody
Moore
Moorhead
Morrison (CT)
Morrison (WA)
Mrazek
Murphy
Murtha
Myers
Natcher
Neal

Nelson
Nichols
Nielson
Nowak
O'Brien
Oakar
Oberstar
Obey
Olin
Ortiz
Ottinger
Owens
Oxley
Packard
Panetta
Parris
Pashayan
Patman
Patterson
Paul
Pease
Penny
Pepper
Perkins
Petri
Pickle
Porter
Price
Pursell
Quillen
Rahall
Rangel
Ratchford
Ray

Reid
Richardson
Ridge
Rinaldo
Ritter
Roberts
Robinson
Roe
Roemer
Rogers
Rose
Roth
Roukema
Rowland
Roybal
Rudd
Russo
Sabo
Savage
Sawyer
Schaefer
Scheuer
Schneider
Schroeder
Schulze
Schumer
Seiberling

MeC
McCloskey
MecCollum
MecCurdy
McDade

t cnnet
Sharp
Shaw
Shelby
Shumway
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Shuster
Sikorski
Biljander
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slattery
Smith (FL)
Smith (IA)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Snowe
Snyder
Solarz
Solomon
Spence

St Germain
Staggers
Stangeland
Stark
Stenholm
Stokes
Stratton

Sundquist
Swift

Synar
Tallon
Tauke
Tauzin
Taylor
Thomas (CA)
Thomas (GA)
Torricelli
Towns
Traxler
Udall
Valentine
Vander Jagt
Vandergriff
Vento
Volkmer
Vucanovich
Walgren
Walker
Watkins
Weaver
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Weilss
Wheat
‘Whitehurst
Whitley
Whittaker
Whitten
Williams (MT)
Williams (OH)
Wilson
Winn

Wirth

Wise

Woll

Wolpe
Wortley
Wright
Wyden
Wylie

Yates
Yatron
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Zschau

Studds Weber

NAYS—0

NOT VOTING—38
Gejdenson Pritchard
Hansen (ID) Rodino
Hansen (UT) Rostenkowski
Harrison Shannon
Hawkins Simon
Heftel Smith, Denny
Jones (TN) Smith, Robert
Kogovsek Spratt
Kramer Stump
Lewis (CA) Torres
Marlenee Waxman
Marriott Young (MO}
Martin (NC)
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was an-
nounced as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Andrews (NC)
AuCoin
Biaggi
Boner
Bosco
Clay
Crockett
D’Amours
Dowdy
Ford (TN)
Fowler
Franklin
Frost

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 11, EXTENDING AU-
THORIZATION OF APPROPRIA-
TIONS FOR CERTAIN EDUCA-
TION PROGRAMS

Mr. PEPPER, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged
report (Rept. No. 98-897) on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 550) providing for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 11) to
extend through fiscal year 1989 the
authorization of appropriations for
certain education programs, and for
other purposes, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIV-
ING CERTAIN POINTS OF
ORDER AGAINST CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 5973, INTERIOR
AND RELATED AGENCIES AP-
PROPRIATIONS, 1985

Mr. PEPPER, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged
report (Rept. No. 98-898) on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 551) waiving certain
points of order against consideration
of the bill (H.R. 5973) making appro-
priations for the Department of Inte-
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rior and related agencies for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 1985, and
for other purposes, which was referred
to the House Calendar and ordered to
be printed.

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 3953, PANAMA CANAL
AMENDMENTS ACT OF 1984

Mr. PEPPER, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged
report (Rept. No. 98-899) on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 552) providing for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3953) to
amend the Panama Canal Act of 1979
in order that outside-the-locks claims
for vessels damaged may be resolved in
the same manner as those damaged
inside the locks, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 5220, DEFENSE SHIP-
YARD PROTECTION ACT OF
1984

Mr. PEPPER, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged
report (Rept. No. 98-902) on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 553) providing for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5220) to
protect the national defense shipyards
of the United States, and for other
purposes, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be

printed.

REQUEST TO MAKE IN ORDER
ON TOMORROW OR ANY DAY
THEREAFTER CONSIDERATION
OF SENATE AMENDMENT TO
H.R. 1310, EMERGENCY MATHE-
MATICS AND SCIENCE AND
EDUCATION ACT

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on tomorrow
or any day thereafter it shall be in
order to consider at any time, any rule
of the House to the contrary notwith-
standing, the following:

First, a motion to suspend the rules,
to discharge the Committees on Edu-
cation and Labor and the Judiciary
from further consideration of the
Senate amendment to H.R. 1310, and
to concur in title VIII of the Senate
amendment, entitled “The Equal
Access Act,” to said bill, and such
motion shall be debatable for not to
exceed 1 hour, equally divided and
controlled by the proponent of the
motion and a Member opposed thereto
and shall not be subject to a demand
for a second; and

Second, if such motion has been
adopted, a motion to suspend the rules
and to concur in titles I through VII
of the Senate amendment to H.R.
1310, such motion shall not be subject
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to a demand for a second, and if both
such motions to suspend the rules are
adopted, the House shall be considered
to have agreed to the entire Senate
amendment to H.R. 1310.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Kentucky?

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, may I just ask a
question of the distinguished gentle-
man.

It will require a two-thirds vote to
pass any of the measures listed by the
gentleman?

Mr. PERKINS. That is correct.

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, I with-
draw my reservation of objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Kentucky?

Mr. ACKERMAN. Reserving the
right to object, Mr. Speaker, is this
the same equal access bill that would
allow cults to meet in our public
schools?

Mr. PERKINS. This is not the same
equal access bill.

Let me say this is the amendment
that came over from the Senate that
we are proposing to take and no cults
anywhere along the line are allowed in
this school bill.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Would this be
permissive of religious services taking
place in the schools?

Mr. PERKINS. That is a hard ques-
tion to define, religious services taking
place. The purpose of it is to give reli-
gious students that belong to that
high school and no other high school
the right to participate in religious
services and no outsider is allowed.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Could the chair-
man describe what a ceremony is?

Mr. PERKINS. If no one but the
students are in charge of the service,
no official of the school or anyone else
except the schools can supervise. If
something goes wrong, they will close
the meetings out. If an outsider is
brought in, he cannot be brought in
on a regular basis. The bill makes that
perfectly clear.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Insomuch as this
would permit school supervision of re-
ligious ceremonies taking place—

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. ACKEERMAN. I yield.

Mr. GOODLING. The term “reli-
gious ceremony” is not a part of this
Senate amendment in any way, shape
or form. It does not allow religious
ceremonies at all.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Does the bill pre-
clude religious services or religious
prayers from taking place in the
schools?

Mr. GOODLING. It precludes it.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Could the gentle-
man point out where it might preclude
that?

Mr. GOODLING. It basically allows
for an activity period before school or
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after school, as any other activity
would be meeting, where a study
group would be studying, whatever
that may be, whether it is a democrat-
ic way of life or whether it is Republi-
can politics or whatever it may be. It
does not permit religious ceremonies.

Mr. ACKERMAN, Would the spon-
sor of the bill be willing to state in a
colloquy during the consideration of
the bill that this would not permit
prayer in school and that this would
not permit religious services to take
place in public school buildings?

Mr. BONKER. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will yield, as the sponsor of
the original bill, which this amend-
ment is not, and I might add that I
had to ponder long and hard about
whether I would support the Senate
passed amendment, because I believe
that it greatly waters down the origi-
nal intent of the equal access bill, that
it does not allow or prohibit school dis-
tricts from disallowing the kind of reli-
gious activity to which the gentleman
refers, but it does provide that a
school district can set aside this limit-
ed forum for before classes and after
classes where students cannot be dis-
criminated against if they so wish to
gather for purposes of reading Bible
verses or praying; so that kind of activ-
ity would be protected under the pro-
visions of this amendment, but it in no
way compares to the kind of religious
services or the religious activity that I
think the gentleman is concerned
about.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Let me be specif-
ic. If a student organization wanted to
conduct a Catholic mass in a public
school building, would this prohibit
that?

Mr. GOODLING. Mr.
would the gentleman yield?

Mr. ACKERMAN. I would like to
hear the sponsor's answer first.

Mr. BONKER. Well, in my judg-
ment, it would prohibit that kind of
activity, whether it be mass or any
kind of religious service. The intent of
the sponsor of the bill is that if several
students want to get together for the
purpose of reading the Bible or read-
ing the Koran or any other kind of re-
ligious document, they cannot be disal-
lowed from doing so either before the
school hours begin or after the school
hours.

Mr. ACKERMAN. The gentleman is
saying they cannot be disallowed from
having it? That means that under this
bill that would be permitted?

Mr. BONKER. What I am saying is
that I do not think anything in this
bill disallows school district authori-
ties from prohibiting that kind of ac-
tivity.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr.
would the gentleman yield?

Mr. ACKERMAN. Certainly.

Mr. GOODLING. I would like to
quote from the Senate side: ‘“Non-

Speaker,

Speaker,
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school persons may not direct, con-
duct, control or regularly attend ac-
tivities of student groups.”

So of course there is no way you
could conduct a mass or direct any re-
ligious ceremony, because there would
be no priest, no rabbi, no protestant
minister, nobody of that nature that
could participate in any way, shape or
form.

0 1800

Mr. ACKERMAN. That is presump-
tuous, I would think.

Mr. GOODLING. How can they
have a mass if they are not directed?

Mr. ACKERMAN. I have reserved
the right to object. There is certainly
the possibility that within student
groups, even if it might be completely
student run groups, that you might
have various leaders of different per-
suasions. Not every religious group has
a requirement that one be a high
school graduate in order to conduct
services or to have any particular
degree.

Mr. BONKER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. ACKEERMAN. I yield to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. BONKER. I would add that the
Senate-passed amendment does pro-
vide that the meeting cannot material-
ly and substantially interfere with the
orderly conduct of educational activi-
ties within the school. And I would
presume that if you are going to get
involved in church-type activity that
that may well be disruptive of regular
school activity.

Mrs. BURTON of California. Would
the gentleman from New York give me
a moment?

Mr. ACKERMAN. I will be delighted
to yield to my colleague from Califor-
nia.

Mrs. BURTON of California. I
thank the gentleman.

I would like to ask the gentleman
from Washington [(Mr. BONKER] or my
chairman of the Committee on Educa-
tion and Labor, or whoever knows the
answer: What is the law today? What
can we do in the schools today, prior
to this bill being worked on, what can
we do?

Mr. BONKER. Will the gentleman
from New York yield so that I can re-
spond to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia?

Mr. ACKERMAN. I will be delighted
to yield for that purpose.

Mr. BONKER. I would point out
that currently there are no definitive
guidelines, at least Federal guidelines,
for school districts in this area. The
1962 Supreme Court decision ad-
dressed specifically the issue of school
prayer. That is where in a classroom
school authorities would conduct or
instruct in terms of prayer or religious
activity. That is what is explicitly dis-
allowed by the Constitution.
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The Supreme Court did not address
this particular problem; that is, of stu-
dents coming together for purposes on
their own time of having prayer or
any kind of Bible reading or whatever.
That is one of the reasons why we
have the proposal before the Con-
gress, is because school districts have
varying policies.

The fact is that most school districts
in this country today have a policy of
tolerance; that is, they allow this ac-
tivity. That is in a majority of the
school districts today. They allow the
kind of activity about which the gen-
tleman is concerned.

What we are trying to do is to build
in some consistency not only for the
school districts but for the various
lower courts who have decided in vari-
ous ways on this particular issue.

But I think that what we have here
is not only a means of establishing de-
finitive guidelines and consistency, but
we also have in the draft a number of
prohibitions against school instructed
or school directed religious activities.
So I think in that sense this is a very
Progressive measure.

Mr. GOODLING. Will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. ACKERMAN. I yield to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. GOODLING. I would like to
echo what the Congressman has just
said. The purpose for bringing the leg-
islation before the Congress was spe-
cifically the fact that no one seemed
to know exactly what they were al-
lowed to do or were not allowed to do.

For instance, in most high school
districts there is a Hi-Y club during
club activities. I do not know of
anyone in the United States that has
objected to a Hi-Y club.

In many schools there is Bible club
during the activity period.

The Supreme Court ruled that you
cannot discriminate on the postsec-
ondary level. They have not had the
case before them. Some of the lower
courts have ruled on both sides of the
issue, which becomes very conflicting.
There are conflicting decisions.

We had the Williamsport decision
which says, yes. We had the Lubbock
which said, no. We had Little Axe and
that decision said, yes. We had the
Brandon decision that said, no.

So we are trying to clarify that par-
ticular issue at this time. .

Mr. ACKERMAN. Could I ask you
to possibly explain to me why this bill
does not specifically prohibit the use
of school buildings for religious serv-
ices and school prayer, if you are in-
terested in setting those guidelines.

Mr. BONKER. Will the gentleman
yield for a moment?

Mr. ACKERMAN. I yield.

Mr. BONKER. Many school districts
today have a policy of renting out
their facilities to various churches
that otherwise do not have facilities
and that is done on a rental basis and
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has nothing to do with the curriculum.
But if you were to build that provision
into this statute it would, indeed, be
interfering with local school authori-
ties in trying to make available the
space on a Sunday, for instance, that
has nothing whatsoever to do with its
educational program, but happens to
be a nice revenue factor for the school
districts.

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. ACKERMAN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky.

Mr. PERKINS. Let me say one thing
to our distinguished colleague from
New York. There has been confusion
throughout the country, even confu-
sion in adjacent counties in eastern
Kentucky about this problem, and it
has been brought about because of the
Supreme Court decision where college
students in the Missouri case has this
right of equal access, and this is just
trying to give some guidelines to the
school people throughout the Nation,
not bringing, not trying to bring any
specific religion, but where school
buildings are used for other activities.

I used a school building in the last
week on eight occasions for flood con-
trol political meetings. We have school
buildings in some of our large counties
where you do not have a courthouse
within 70 or 80 miles, and it is for the
convenience of these youngsters that
go to that particular school. And inso-
far as defining services, that is very
hard to do, I would think. Each of us
may have a different thought about it.

But we provide, and the gentleman
raised the objection in the committee
originally, that to reduce the number
to two, and they can get in there and
conduct a service, and that is what the
Senate bill does here. And I think you
and I both know when we try to define
a service it is almost impossible.

But this thing has a moral value to
these youngsters, these high school
students, to get together, discuss their
religion, and that is I think something
that is very worthy.

Mr. ACKERMAN. I think that there
is a clear difference between using a
public school building for educational
purposes and telling people what to do
in cases of flood control and other
things that are in the public interest.
But religion is something that is in
one’s private interests, and to make a
public school building available, and
everything that I have heard here
today tells me that the intent is to be
permissive of having prayer in our
schools and tolerating religious serv-
ices in our schools. I do not think that
that is the purpose of public education
or public school buildings.

Mr. PERKINS. If we were interfer-
ing with public education the gentle-
man would have a point. But we are
not interfering in any way with public
education.
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These schools are making their
rooms accessible to garden clubs,
horseback riding clubs, all kinds of
civic organizations, political meetings.
In my district the school buildings,
that is where I held my political meet-
ings. We do not have any problems
working it out with the school superin-
tendent in these rural counties where
we hold our political meetings in the
school buildings. And I do not see a
thing in the world wrong here with
these high school youngsters being af-
forded equal access for a good moral
purpose, regardless of what our reli-
gion happens to be.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Nobody has ob-
jections to youngsters doing things for
good moral purposes. But there is still
a finite, albeit very important differ-
ence between studying and teaching
about religion and the actual practic-
ing of religion.

Mr. GOODLING. Will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. ACKERMAN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. GOODLING. I would just like to
assure the gentleman from New York
that there is nothing in this bill that
does anything differently than public
schools have been doing for 100 years.
All we are saying is that since the Su-
preme Court has not acted at this
point, since there is controversy in the
lower courts, there should be some
guidelines for the school district so
they know where they stand.

Most of them are continuing to oper-
ate today just as this legislation says
they are allowed to operate. So we are
not asking for anything new. We are
not asking for anything more. In fact,
we are probably limiting what they
have been doing at this particular
point for the last 100 years.

Mr. ACKERMAN. I am sure the gen-
tleman would agree there are things
we have been doing for 100 years and
even 1,000 years that are not just and
that are not right and that we would
like to see changed. But that really is
not the issue.

My question is, Is there anything in
this bill that prohibits the use of
public school buildings for prayer or
for religious services?

Mr. GOODLING. This is strictly a
religion tolerance bill, period.

But let me say also I think it passed
the other body something like 88 to
11.

Mr. ACKERMAN. That does not
mean it is right.

Mr. GOODLING. It has Mr. KENNE-
py, for instance, and others, Mr. KEnN-
NEDY and Mr. Tsoncas and some of
them.

Mr. ACKERMAN. I have heard of
them.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Kentucky?

Mr. SEIBERLING. Will the gentle-
man yield to me?
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Mr. ACKERMAN. I will be delighted
to yield.
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Mr. SEIBERLING. I have asked the
gentleman to yield because this very
issue came up in the school district of
the city of Akron, OH, several years
ago and the school board, with its
counsel, worked out a set of guidelines
for allowing students to conduct meet-
ings and have religious discussions on
school property, but not part of the
regular curriculum, not in school in-
struction classrooms, but in other
parts of the school buildings that were
set aside for noninstructional pur-
poses.

The Akron guidelines are very simi-
lar to the Senate bill. The two princi-
pal differences are that the Akron
guidelines do not permit any faculty to
be present at such meetings and they
also prohibit any outside people from
coming to the meetings.

And they also say you cannot have
such meetings in the classrooms,
themselves.

In looking at the proposed legisla-
tion which the Senate bill represents,
it seems to me that the Akron guide-
lines could be continued identically,
even under the Senate bill, the only
exception being that if other groups
are permitted to advertise meetings on
school bulletin boards, for example,
then religious groups would have to be
given the same right, which the Akron
guidelines do not allow them to do.

Unless someone can come up with a
very clear indication that the bill, as it
is proposed, violates the Constitution
in some explicit way, I think that this
is something that is compatible with
practices that have been developed in
an actual case by a school board that
is very concerned about following con-
stitutional requirements and that it
does not interfere with what I con-
ceive to be the proper separation of re-
ligion and the State.

And I might add, I voted against the
original Perkins-Bonker bill.

Mr. ACKERMAN. There is nothing
wrong with individual school districts
coming up with their own interpreta-
tions without having the will of the
Congress forced down their throats.
That is exactly in my opinion what we
would be doing here.

There is also again the tremendous
difference between the study and the
practice of a particular subject. This
bill would be, and nobody has stated
otherwise, absolutely permissive of the
Ku Klux Klan claiming they are a re-
ligion and meeting on the school
grounds and doing a lot of things that
some people think objectionable de-
spite the fact that they have been
done for 100 years.

Mr. SEIBERLING. If the gentleman
will yield, it is my understanding that
the bill would sanction the right of
any school administration to prohibit
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activities on their property that they
consider are not conducive to good
order and to proper exercise of consti-
tutional rights.

So if the Ku Klux Klan wanted to
meet in a school building, it seems to
me this does not give them any right
that the school board could not over-
ride.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker,
would the gentleman yield on that
point?

Mr., ACKERMAN. I yield to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. GOODLING. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

As a matter of fact, the legislation
specifically says nothing in this act
should be construed to limit the au-
thority of the school, its agents or em-
ployees, to maintain order and disci-
pline on school premises, to protect
the well-being of students and faculty
and to assure the attendance at such
meetings voluntary.

Mr. ACKERMAN. I am not suggest-
ing as necessary that the religious
groups, the real damage they do is in
physical violence, but it is in the kind
of violence that they do to human dig-
nity in some of the things they believe
in

Mr. GOODLING. You mentioned
Klan and I think violence.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Yes, 1 did, be-
cause I wanted to mention an extreme
case, but there are other cases which
are more extreme.

Mr. GOODLING. This bill is pro-
tected against the Klan and such
other groups.

The SPEAKER. Is there an objec-
tion?

Mr. ACKERMAN. Yes; there is. Mr.
Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears an
objection.

MAKING IN ORDER ON WEDNES-
DAY, JULY 25, 1984, OR ANY
DAY THEREAFTER, CONSIDER-
ATION OF SENATE AMEND-
MENT TO H.R. 1310

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 554) making in
order on Wednesday, July 25, 1984, or
any day thereafter, consideration of
the Senate amendment to H.R. 1310.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. Res. 554

Resolved, That it shall be in order on
Wednesday, July 25, 1984, or any day there-
after to consider at any time, any rule of
the House to the contrary notwithstanding,
the following: (1) a motion to suspend the
rules, to discharge the Committee on Educa-
tion and Labor and the Judiciary from fur-
ther consideration of the Senate amend-
ment to H.R. 1310, and to concur in title
VIII of the Senate amendment, entitled
“The Equal Access Act”, to said bill, and
such motion shall be debatable for not to
exceed one hour, to be equally divided and
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controlled by the proponent of the motion
and a Member opposed thereto; and (2) if
such motion has been adopted, a motion to
suspend the rules and to concur in titles I
through VII of the Senate amendment to
H.R. 1310. Neither such motion shall be sub-
ject to a demand for a second. If both such
motions to suspend the rules are adopted,
the House shall be considered to have
agreed to the entire Senate amendment to
H.R. 1310.

The SPEAKER. Is a second demand-
ed?

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I
demand a second.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
a second is ordered.

Under the rules, the gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr. PErRgINs] will be recog-
nized for 20 minutes and the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Goob-
LiNc] will be recognized for 20 min-
utes.

For what purpose does the gentle-
man from Washington [Mr. FoLEY]
rise?

Mr. FOLEY. For a unanimous-con-
sent request, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state his unanimous-consent request.

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the vote on
the motion now pending be postponed
until the first order of business tomor-
row, July 25.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman
ask unanimous consent that the
debate also be postponed?

Mr. FOLEY. Just the vote, Mr.
Speaker,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Washington?

Mr. WALKER. Reserving the right
to object, Mr. Speaker, I do so just to
inquire of the gentleman from Wash-
ing whether or not—

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, perhaps
the gentleman will yield to me and I
can clarify it.

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I am
glad to yield to the gentleman from
Washington.

Mr. FOLEY. I would like to revise
my unanimous-consent request.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the debate and the vote on
the motion now pending be postponed
until the first order of business tomor-
Trow.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Washington?

Mr. WALKER. Reserving the right
to object, Mr. Speaker, would it be my
understanding that this would occur
prior to the call of Calendar Wednes-
day, thereby still preserving the Cal-
endar Wednesday option tomorrow?

Mr. FOLEY. The gentleman is cor-
rect.

Mr. WALKER. I thank the gentle-
man.

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Washington?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The matter is post-
poned to the first order of business of
the day tomorrow.

ARKANSAS PAYS TRIBUTE TO
GERALDINE FERRARO

(Mr. ALEXANDER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute, and to revise and extend
his remarks, and include extraneous
matter.)

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, 1
just returned from my home State of
Arkansas last night where I encoun-
tered overwhelming support for the
nomination of GERALDINE FERRARO for
the position of Vice President on the
Democratic ticket. I believe that in my
State the pride of our people has been
rekindled because it was Arkansas that
elected the first woman to the U.S.
Senate in 1932, and she was twice re-
elected. Feature publications such as
the following from the Arkansas Dem-
ocrat about the life of Hattie Caraway,
the first woman U.S. Senator, are ap-
pearing throughout Arkansas.

We in our State learned a long time
ago that women are “half the sky”
and they can contribute in medicine,
in law, in politics, and in business. We
welcome you, GERRY, to Arkansas. I
will be standing there to greet you and
to introduce you to our wonderful
people so that they can know you as
we know you here in the House. And
you will see in November that they
love you.

[From the Arkansas Magazine, July 22,

1984]
HATTIE CARAWAY
A WOMAN'S PLACE IS IN THE HOUSE (AND
SENATE)
(By Patrick Kelly)

Above all others, there was one compel-
ling reason for Hattie Wyatt Caraway to
run for the Senate:

She needed the money.

Her husband, Sen. Thaddeus Caraway,
had died in 1931, leaving her with three
sons, a mansion near Washington, and little
else. When Gov. Harvey Parnell asked her
to serve the year remaining in Thaddeus’
term, it was, at least in Parnell’s mind, guar-
anteed that she would not run for election
to a full term.

But after a year to mull it over, Miss
Hattie changed her mind. Thad had left her
virtually bankrupt and she had no market-
able skills, so she ran for the Senate and
was twice elected—thrice, if you count a spe-
cial election for the remaining year in
Thad’s term.

Hattie Caraway was a frumpy woman,
about whom it was written that she should
be expected to start shelling peas in mid-
conversation. A good, Christian woman—
Methodist, to be precise—whose white fudge
with walnuts was said to be wonderful.

Yet, unknowingly, she was predecessor of
vice presidential candidate Geraldine Fer-
raro and other modern women in only the
mildest way: She was there in the '30s and

20683

'40s, and was acceptable to the men of the
time with her housewifely, homespun ways.
She may not have paved the way for today's
feminists in her thinking, but just by being
there, and being the first, she created a
mold, albeit changed now, that allowed
women into Congress.

Born in rural western Tennessee in 1878,
Hattie Ophelia Wyatt met Thad Caraway
after her graduation from Dickson (Tenn.)
Normal College and settled with him near
Jonesboro in 1902, He became a thriving
young attorney and she became a house-
wife. Her only legacy from the early days in
Jonesboro was the cry of “Mrs. Caraway” on
the street. It alerted women to crooked
stockings and sagging slips.

In 1912, Thad was elected to the U.S.
House of Representatives and in 1920, he
became Arkansas' junior senator. He was
junior to Joe T. Robinson, the one-time vice
presidential candidate who remains one of
the state's favorite sons. Upon Caraway's
death and Mrs. Caraway's rise to the
Senate, there was jest among Arkansans
that Mrs, Caraway would become Robin-
son's other vote in the Senate, but that was
not to be.

Caraway died on November 6, 1931. Gov.
Parnell quickly organized the Democratic
State Committee, and Mrs. Caraway was ap-
pointed (actually, elected, in a rubber-stamp
sort of way) for the term’s remainder. She
had some opposition from Frank Pace, who
said that a woman had no business serving
in the Senate. It was a philosophy Thad
Caraway would have held, but that did not
stop his widow.

Daisy Rhea Abbott, now 92 and living in
Magnolia, was a member of the Democratic
State Committee in 1931. She recalled that
“the day after Mr. Caraway died, Mr. Par-
nell called me and said, ‘Mrs. Rhea, we want
to get this place for Mrs. Caraway. Mr. Car-
away was a good senator, but he was not a
good businessman. He was in debt.”

“Put my vote down for Mrs. Caraway,”
she said, and eventually became the decid-
ing vote when a man approached her in the
lobby of the Marion Hotel in Little Rock
just prior to the committee’s meeting.

“When 1 got to the Marion Hotel and
went into the lobby, it was full of people,”
she recalled. “A man called me to one side
and says, ‘You're Mrs. Rhea?’ I said yes. He
said, ‘Are you committed? Have you pledged
your vote to Mrs. Caraway?' I said yes. He
said, ‘Any chance of you changing? You're
the last one. It hinges on your vote. If Mr.
Pace had one more (vote), it'd be his. He
would have it." "’

“I said no. I told Mr. Parnell in the begin-
ning that I was for Mrs, Caraway, and I
wasn't going to change my vote."”

Later, Charles H. Brough, who had been
governor of Arkansas from 1917 to 1921,
told her she should have said, “What’s your
price?”

Pace was a lawyer originally from Harri-
sion who had served for a time as that dis-
trict's prosecutor and as a minor federal bu-
reaucrat tending the railroads. His only mis-
take in wanting Thad Caraway's seat was in
not asking the governor first.

Going into the Senate, Mrs. Caraway had
one blessing: Garrett Whiteside, her late
husband's secretary, the predecessor to both
an administrative and legislative assistant.

“A lot of people said that Garrett White-
side was really the Senator,” said Mrs.
Abbott, “that she just did what Garrett
Whiteside told her.”

“There’s no doubt that she consulted with
him and depended upon him quite a lot,”
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said U.S. District Judge Oren Harris, who
served in the House of Representaives while
Mrs. Caraway was in the Senate. “But she
was a woman of a great deal of independ-
ence, and she was stubborn, too.”

“Mrs. Caraway Darns Socks When Day In
Senate Is Done” read one headline from her
early career, To which she added, “last
night I hemmed two napkins.” It was taken
quite seriously, this mother-and-homemaker
line, seriously enough that Mrs. Caraway
felt the need to publicly thank Fannie, “our
colored maid, (who) takes such good care of
us that I take little thought of the machin-
ery of running the house.”

Her press clippings show that she was
very much the lady, albeit an odd one. Most
of it is fairly gray, but there are pieces like
the one in which she gave a question-and-
answer interview on the subject of para-
chutes in passenger planes.

She introduced a bill to require mandato-
ry parachutes on all commercial aircraft
almost every year she was in the Senate.

“Mark my words,” she said. “You'll see
the day when parachutes will be standard
equipment on passenger planes.”

The Civil Aeronautics Board and the De-
partment of Commerce came out against
the bill with three points: The usefulness of
parachutes to untrained people was “‘some-
what questionable,” passenger planes were
not well-adapted to the use of parachutes;
and the speed and unexpectedness with
which accidents occur would make escape
impossible.

To which Mrs. Caraway replied, “They've
got a door, haven't they?”

She did acknowledge that there was some
truth to the CAB’s and Department of Com-
merce's findings, but said, “there have been
some crashes were parachutes would have
saved lives—particularly when the plane was
unable to land because of fog or other con-
ditions and ran out of gas—and there will be
other cases of this kind.”

The CAB and Department of Commerce
won that one, but only after Mrs. Caraway
introduced it 12 out of 13 years she served
in the Senate. At the very least, it became
the longest/lasting bill of her career and,
with a few exceptions, the most important
one to her.

Mrs. Caraway was not much on introduc-
ing legislation. Probably her most notewor-
thy legislative involvement was in a bill that
successfully kept Arkansas from losing con-
gressional representation in 1941. But
throughout her career, she made few
speeches, averaging about one a year, and
introduced just as few pieces of legislation.

Her first year in the Senate was chron-
icled in a diary, which has been published
under the title *“Silent Hattie Speaks”
(Diane D. Kincaid, editor; Greenwood
Press). Although not published until 1979,
it’s probable that Mrs, Caraway wrote it for
publication in a woman'’s journal, sort of a
woman's eye view of the United States
Senate.

A major concern in the diary was what
people, especially men in the Senate, were
wearing. Much of the diary was written on
the Senate floor; apparently appearances
were foremost in Mrs, Caraway's mind.

“Sen, Lewis is dressed in a tan shirt with
green stripes,” she began one entry, “green
tie, low-cut vest of creame—looks like
linen—Beige Spats. His shirt sleeves are
very long, cuff buttons of enamel, black
ground with red flowers."”

She was also concerned with the price of
china, following sales all around Washing-
ton for a dish or a saucer. Several years
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later, in a letter to her son Forrest, she
asked if he and his wife had received their
wedding gift, a set of Lenox china, then told
him it cost her $300. “I only got it in 8 of ev-
erything and that came to over $300, so you
can see why I'm anxious about it,” she
wrote, asking for confirmation of its receipt.

She was a very price conscious woman, her
diary shows. “Went to office et a sandwich
and cup of coffee (15 cts.),” she recorded.
Apparently, the “et” is written in jest.

When she was bored, when the tedium of
the Senate floor got to be too much for her,
she would write poetry. Some of it is rather
clever. This one is not:

“To run and run and never fret

Is worth it tho you may not get

The breaks you wanted, nor the place

You still may live by God’s good grace.

And when your life and work are done

Find tho' you lost—you also won."”

She added, “From the ‘Jingles of a
Jennet,” Written in the Senate.”

Sometime during that first year she
changed her mind about running for elec-
tion. In her diary, she said she was doing ‘it
for her sons—and to test the waters for
women on the national political scene. If
this sounded political, whatever fires were
burning underneath her were quickly extin-
guished. There are few references to a
movement for women in any of her later let-
ters or speeches,

Virtually everyone back home had expect-
ed her to become Joe Robinson's other vote
in the Senate. That didn't happen. But nei-
ther did she become an extra vote to Sen.
Huey Long of Louisiana, who at least once
specifically asked for her vote and didn’t get
it. Nevertheless, she voted along Long's lines
more often than along Robinson's.

Long’s influence probably did not cause
her to run for election, but nevertheless, he
became the most influential man, aside
from Garrett Whiteside, in her early career.
She had become quite enamored with him,
if sometimes in a horrified kind of way, as
they were assigned seats next to each other
in the Senate chamber. He was the bright
spot in her day; Mrs. Caraway, in anticipa-
tion of his arrival in the Senate, said in her
diary that he would “bring color and quite a
display of fireworks, I imagine.”

Her relationship with Long extended back
to her late husband and the friendship they
developed as two like-thinkers. Wondering
who will escort him to take the Senate's
oath of office, Mrs. Caraway wrote that “he
had asked Dad (Thad) to do that.”

Whatever the reason, he came to Arkan-
sas and helped her win the election, with
the understanding that he not publicly
trounce Joe T, Robinson from the speaker’'s
dais. He kept his promise, What he had in
mind was more a show of strength; he
wanted to flex his muscles in a neighboring
state to show that his popularity extended
past Louisiana, perhaps looking ahead even
to the nation in 1936, when President
Franklin D. Roosevelt would be up for re-
election.

That, of course, was not mentioned. To his
followers in Arkansas, Long was there be-
cause, he said, “Wall Street interests had
their feet on the throat of a defenseless
little woman who had the nerve and courage
to sit in the Senate and vote against the
vested money interests of this nation while
the sheriff sold her home because she
couldn’'t pay the mortgage.”

The reference was to Calvert Mansion
outside Washington, which Thad had
bought before his death. It was the most ob-
vious show of Mrs. Caraway’'s dire financial
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straits after his death when It was sold at a
public auction to pay the mortgage.

Long's “medicine show,” as it was called,
was & combination revival and political
rally—and it worked. It drew an estimated
20,000 people (35,000 by Long's count) at
the rally in Little Rock, a smashing windup
of what they had done out in the state in 30
other rallies.

Mrs. Caraway was nominated by a land-
slide. Her six opponents included Charles
Brough, the former governor; O. L. Boden-
hamer, an El Dorado oil man who had been
national commander of the American
Legion; William Hutton, the sheriff of Pu-
laski County and secretary of the state
Democratic committee; Willlam Kirby, a
former U.S, Senator and, at the time, associ-
ate justice of the Arkansas Supreme Court;
Vincent Miles, a member of the Democratic
National Committee; and Melbourne
Martin, a lawyer.

“That Senator Long was invaluable in his
efforts on my behalf is well-known,” she
said following the election. “To him I would
deny no need of praise or thanks.”

Many considered that an understatement,
but Silent Hattie was back in the saddle.

Huey Long fell to an assassin’'s bullet in
1935. Mrs. Caraway was probably oblivious
to what Long really had meant to her in
1932, at least to the degree that she felt she
could win an election on her own. This
theory wasn't to be tested until 1944, for
Homer Adkins stepped in to play election
genie for Mrs, Caraway in 1938,

Adkins was then collector of Internal Rev-
enue, which, at that time, meant he was in
charge of the Federal Government's oper-
ations in Arkansas. He went on to become
governor, a later move on the power scale at
that time.

Her opponent, John McClellan, then a
representative, lambasted Mrs. Caraway for
being a do-nothing Senator, acting as the
president’s rubber-stamp. That held some
truth, but it probably helped her as much as
hurt her. Roosevelt made a stop in Boone-
ville during the campaign, calling Mrs. Cara-
way “a friend.” That was all that was said,
but writers of the day took it to be an en-
dorsement of her senatorial campaign.

McClellan took on the fight with a ven-
gence, sharpening his teeth for later battles.
His campaign slogan was “Arkansas needs
another man in the Senate,” and his cam-
paign schedule was even more grueling than
her's had been in those last eight days of
the 1932 campaign. In the end, he was hos-
pitalized for exhaustion.

Also in the end, Mrs. Caraway emerged as
the victor in name only. Even though she
won' by some 8,000 votes, it really was
Adkins' election, with his control of Arkan-
sas’ arm of the federal government.

In a letter to McClellan after his defeat, a
supporter wrote, “They knew the only way
they could beat you was to steal it, and they
had their bunch well-trained, and they did a
good (job) of it.”

That's not to say, however, that Adkins
controlled Mrs. Caraway's vote in the
Senate. He may have wanted to, but Mrs.
Caraway was just naive enough not to let
such a thing enter her mind. The fact that
she was a true Roosevelt supporter, whereas
MecClellan had expressed reservations over
some of the president's programs, was ap-
parently enough for Adkins.

On Labor Day, Sept. 5 of 1938, Mrs. Cara-
way took the time to drop her son, Forrest,
a note. Her letters had, in fact, taken the
place of her diary, which she didn't bother
with after about a year. Before the letters,
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though, came a period in which she read the
newspaper in the Senate chamber—a brou-
haha in the press over whether or not she
was reading the comics put an end to that,
and a start to her letter writing.

Just after the primaries Mrs. Caraway
wrote that “the repercussions from the cam-
paign have gradually died away and all is
quiet on the Western front. McClellan is in
the hospital for a complete rest. I hear that
a cousin of his second wife * * * says
McClellan told her that the inside of (his)
head burned like fire and that he is afraid it
will never be right again I'm usually sympa-
thetic, but you know I'm not worrying about
him for a second. That man is poison. There
is not a trick he didn't try * * *.”

Later in the letter, she mentions an ac-
quaintance who was having a problem with
boils. “I wish we could wish them on * * *
Mrs, McClellan,” she wrote.

In her second term, she had developed a
finesse of sorts as a legislator, the finesse of
a woman who knew her place. She rarely
spoke on the Senate floor, hence her nick-
name, Silent Hattie. But the nickname
evoked more than just passing thoughts of
Hattie being quiet; as she said, "I leave the
speeches for the 95 men in the Senate, most
of whom like to talk.” She added that “their
talk does not change votes."

She was well-studied on topics of legisla-
tion, especially as they applied to Arkan-
zans. Her office was known for being effi-
cient at taking care of the needs of home
folks. Largely, the credit for this goes to
Garrett Whiteside, but Mrs. Caraway had a
hand in it, too.

She was a club woman who would have
been best off if left as president of the
Twentieth Century Club, a ladies’ literary
society in Jonesboro. But she was in the
Senate, and she did the best she could, in
her day, of being an effective member who
did not rock the boat.

In the election of 1944, Mrs. Caraway was
all but left out, Huey Long was dead, Homer
Adkins was running against her, and no one
had stepped in to replace the spark they
had fired. She was only a nominal candidate
in what amounted to a race between U.S.
Rep. J. William Fulbright and Adkins. She
finished fourth in a field of four candidates.

Her closest friends and advisers urged her
not to run, but she was undaunted. She
tried to run the campaign with the help of
Garrett Whiteside. Describing the campaign
as pitiful, one Caraway supporter remem-
bered Whiteside working alone at the cam-
paign headquarters, trying to drum up sup-
port.

In a political obituary after the election
that had found Fulbright the winner, Time
magazine remembered her as being the sen-
ator outside whose “door in the mahogany-
and-marble Senate Office Building stood a
little row of milk bottles.” It went on to say
that, by the time of the election of 1938,
“most housewives in Arkansas had received
letters, often enclosing Government canning
bulletins. from ‘Miss Hattie,”"”

Time ended the article by saying, “The
political career of Hattie Caraway * * * was
over.”

After her defeat, she was appointed by
Roosevelt to serve on the Federal Employ-
ees’ Compensation Appeals Board. She re-
signed shortly before her death from a
stroke on Dec. 21, 1950.

She never forgot what happened in 1944.

“She was bitter toward many of her best,
sincerest friends,” recalled one family
friend. “She felt they hadn't done enough.”
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DEBT CRISIS IN THE THIRD
WORLD

(Mr. pE 1A GARZA asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. pE 1A GARZA. Mr. Speaker, we
read very often these days that inter-
national bankers are worried about
the debt crisis in the Third World.

We've been reading about it in the
Wall Street Journal and the New York
Times and the Washington Post. And
if they tell us that bankers are con-
cerned, I'm sure it’s true.

I have only one complaint about
this, Mr. Speaker. I think that we
ought to be hearing more about this
problem outside the boundaries of
Wall Street, Washington, and Chicago.
We should also be looking at the prob-
lem in towns and cities all across this
country where agriculture is a vital
part of the economy.

The fact is that if we have a serious
debt problem in the Third World—and
we do—then the fallout could affect
more than just a few big international
banks. It could affect farmers and
others in agriculture in almost every
part of this country.

We know that when the Third
World is in a debt crisis, we can look
for two developments affecting agri-
culture—and both of them can spell
trouble.

First, we can expect developing
countries to look for every conceivable
chance to increase raw material ex-
ports to help earn exchange needed to
pay their debts.

I want to emphasize that I am not
criticizing the natural development of
agriculture in other countries on a
sound economic basis. But none of us
would want to see cases where other
countries push the production of crops
which may offer a short-run payoff at
the expense of solid, lasting progress
in meeting their own development
needs.

The second troublesome prospect
lies in what a debt crisis abroad can do
to our own prospects for expanding
exports.

All through the export boom of the
1970’s, we found that the fastest-grow-
ing markets for American agriculture
were in two groups of countries. One
was the newly industrial nations like
Korea. The second group included
many Third World countries which
were farther behind in developing
their economies—and that includes
many countries in Latin-America and
Africa.

Now, some of those countries are
having trouble making their debt pay-
ments, and this has affected agricul-
tural credits as well as other loans. We
all know, for example, that the Agri-
culture Department has had to take
over some export credit loans that it
had guaranteed in past years—and it
has had to make plans for the possibil-

20685

ity of taking over additional guaran-
teed loans.

Credit programs are fine. I support
them. We have used them effectively
in the past to help maintain agricul-
tural exports—and we will use them
again in the future, both in commer-
cial credit programs and in the Food-
for-Peace Program.

But we have to face the fact that na-
tions which cannot pay existing debts
are going to be trying desperately to
improve their balance of payments.
They are not likely to want to create
new debt in order to expand imports
beyond levels of absolute necessity—
and this could slow down the expan-
sion of American farm exports we are
all hoping for. Where credit is used,
we could be seeing a greater demand
for concessional terms rather than the
commercial, free-market trading that
is everybody’s long-run goal for the
bulk of our exports.

Just a few days ago, the Overseas
Development Council issued a report
noting that recession and debt prob-
lems in the Third World have serious-
ly depressed American exports to
many countries. The report said the
impact has been most serious on our
exports of machinery and other manu-
factured products. But it added that
agricultural exports have also been af-
fected.

The Development Council report
says economic recovery in the United
States would help move toward a
broader recovery. But that won't be
enough. American recovery by itself
won't help Latin America pay its
debts—it won't solve the problems of
drought in Africa—and it won't deal
with the problem of high American in-
terest rates and the high-priced dollar.
We're going to need action on a
number of fronts, including steps that
will bring interest rates down.

So when I read these days about the
debt crisis abroad, I think about more
than banks. I think about American
agriculture.

When I read about the importance
of getting interest rates down so for-
eign borrowers can afford to make
payments to our country, I think
about more than banks, I think about
the American farmer and the way his
income is affected by exports.

I suppose the lesson is that in this
problem of Third World debt and
international interest rate problems,
we are all in the boat together. We
had better begin working together to
bail out the boat. We may need to re-
structure not only the debt owed by
foreign countries or by foreign borrow-
ers of every kind, but also our policies,
rules, and regulations dealing with
this problem. Such Mr. Speaker,
should be done with full knowledge
that what we do may well impact in a
most negative way upon our country’s
agriculture economy if not done prop-
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erly and with concern for the most
productive sector of our economy
which is agriculture and that vast
sector known as agribusiness.

GERALDINE FERRARO—A
HISTORICAL PIONEER

(Mr. PANETTA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, it gives
me a great deal of pleasure and pride
to join my colleagues in welcoming
GERALDINE FERRARO back to the House
after her historic selection as the
Democratic nominee for Vice Presi-
dent.

GERRY's selection as the Vice Presi-
dential nominee is historic for a
number of reasons. First, of course,
she is the first woman nominated by a
major party for this high office. As
such, she is a source of pride to the
one-half of our Nation’s population
which has never had entry to our Na-
tion’s highest public offices. It is about
time that the changes taking place in
our society as women move toward
real economic and social equality be
reflected in our Nation’s leadership.

In addition, it gives me a great deal
of personal pride that the Democratic
Party has selected the first Italian-
American nominee for Vice President.
Italian-Americans, who have made
such a rich contribution to our Na-
tion’s cultural and political history,
have now taken another step forward
in a country which they have em-
braced with great patriotism and
pride.

Of course, Mr. Speaker, there is also
another reason for pride for all of us
here in the House. It is unusual for a
Member of this body to be selected for
the national ticket of either major
party. We should all be pleased with
the recognition of the skills and expe-
rience of Members of this body, which
often go unnoticed because of our
large numbers.

Again, it is truly a pleasure to con-
gratulate my friend, GERRY FERRARO,
on her historical selection as the
Democratic Vice Presidential nominee.
I feel certain that she will live up to
the confidence that has been shown in
her and the responsibility which she
now carries.
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THE DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
WaLkER] is recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I
thought this evening I might spend
some time reviewing a number of the
items that were found in the Demo-
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cratic platform adopted at the Demo-
cratic Convention last week. During
that period of time, of course, we re-
ceived a rather uncritical viewpoint of
that particular platform and I think
that it would be well to review it,
taking into account some of the items
that I think are out of sync and out of
touch with the wishes of the vast ma-
jority of the American people.

There are a lot of items in that plat-
form, it seems to me, which belie the
claim of the Democratic Party that
they have become the party of family,
the party of the working people, the
party of interests reflecting the broad
view of the public and are a party that
is dedicated to traditional values.

As you look through their platform
you find many items which simply do
not reflect those kinds of attitudes.
For example, one of the issues most on
the minds of the American people at
the present time, most on the minds of
the world as they look at the United
States, is the question of the budget-
ing practices of the Federal Govern-
ment, it is the question of how we are
going to operate our fiscal affairs here
in the House of Representatives,
within the Government, in such a way
as to bring down massive deficits.

The Democratic Party spent a lot of
time at their enclave talking about
deficits, talking about the fact that
the deficits are attributable to Ronald
Reagan, a contention that I would not
agree with given the fact that all
spending bills start right here in the
House of Representatives. The appro-
priations policy of the Federal Gov-
ernment begins here. Deficits are not
Presidential problems, they are con-
gressional problems.

But regardless of that, we have to
acknowledge the fact that the Demo-
crats spent a lot of time at their con-
vention talking about deficits.

It is interesting to note, however,
that the one thing that the American
people say that they want to have
done in order to correct the deficit
problem; namely, a balanced budget
amendment to the Constitution, is spe-
cifically rejected by the Democratic
Party in their platform. That is some-
thing which they say they will not
have as a part of the policies that they
are willing to implement at the Feder-
al level. I think that speaks plainer
than anything else. We all know that
all of the promises and all the talk
about deficit goes for naught if we do
not impose some kind of discipline on
this body and on the country as a
whole. The discipline needs to be im-
posed on the Congress, it needs to be
imposed on Presidents. That discipline
comes in the form of a constitutional
amendment to balance the budget.

The Democrats, by saying in their
platform that they do not believe that
a balanced budget amendment to the
Constitution is the right course to
take, tell us more about the budgeting
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practices of that party than nearly
any other statement they could make.

Mr. MACK. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WALKER. I would be glad to
yield to the gentleman from Florida
who is a member of the Budget Com-
mittee.

Mr. MACK. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

I think the wording that is in their
platform says something like, “a bal-
anced economic policy.” It is interest-
ing the choice of the word “balance”
in there to try to, I guess, to give
people the impression that what they
are working toward is a balanced
budget.

But in reality and we see it happen I
guess every day here on the floor of
the House and today probably is a
good example as any. There was an op-
portunity today to reduce spending,
not to eliminate programs, but to just
say we ought to hold the line on
spending in this country and in fact
there were two opportunities. One,
there was an amendment offered by
Mr. DANNEMEYER, I believe, to hold the
level of spending at the same level as
last year. Someone else suggested that
maybe there ought to be a 15-percent
increase. Two different votes. Both of
those votes lost.

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman is ab-
solutely correct. Of course, the word-
ing in the Democrats' platform says
that what they are going to do is
reduce deficits by—they have a whole
list of things that they are going to
do—but then they say by “cutting
other unnecessary expenditures.”

Well, what we know from this body
is every expenditure is necessary.
They do not bring a bill to the floor
that is not of great moment, that is
absolutely necessary that we spend
the money for. So really that is a
statement that says that they are not
going to cut anything.

Mr. WEBER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WALKER. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota.

Mr. WEBER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

I think the gentleman makes a very
important point because day after day
we have sat here on the floor of the
House, most often under the leader-
ship of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania, challenging genuinely unneces-
sary expenditures. And we have found
the majority unwilling to shave even a
penny off of them.

I am reminded of the attempt of the
gentleman to reduce by a small
amount the appropriations for the Na-
tional Science Foundation. The Na-
tional Science Foundation is a worth-
while organization. I applaud much of
its research. But certainly that is an
area where we could afford to scale
back a little bit, especially in view of
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some of the more ludicrous research
projects that we all know have been
funded by the NSF. Yet, we find an
absolute unwillingness to cut number
one penny even from the budget of
the National Science Foundation.

Mr. WALKER. Well, the gentleman
will remember that I raised the point
that one of the things that we had
spent money on in last year’s budget
was a study of free-ranging coyotes.
Now, they may well be an expenditure
of some merit, I do not know, but at
times of $200 billion deficits it seems
to me that there is one place that we
might be able to save a little money.

Mr. WEBER. I also recall our col-
league from Colorado [Mr. BRown] of-
fering an amendment which would
have simply deleted funding for eleva-
tor operators in the House office
buildings that run automatic eleva-
tors. We thought that we could not
cut that because of the Democratic
majority.

But if automatic elevators being run
by elevator operators are not an un-
necessary expenditure, I do now know
what is.

The unwillingness of the Democratic
majority in the House to even cut that
out of the budget pretty much tells me
that they are not going to cut the
budget.

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman will
remember the other day when our col-
league from California [Mr. LUNGREN]
came to the floor and described to us a
building that was going to be built in
his district, a $20 million Federal
building, that he said was unneeded.
He told us it was unnecessary, that
here is something that we do not need,
we do not want. “I am offering an
amendment to take it out of the
budget even though it is in my district.
“Now, that was an unusual event to
begin with. We do not have many
Members of Congress who do that.

This Congress voted to spend the
$20 million, even though the Congress-
man from the district said they did not
want it.

When we start talking about the fact
we are going to cut deficits by taking
out unnecessary spending, this Con-
gress does not have a very good record.

Mr. MACK. If the gentleman would
yield, I would like to go back to the
point that my colleague raised about
eliminating the operators of the auto-
matic elevators. It may be, and I think
this is worth exploring, because one of
the things that from time to time
people will attempt to say about me
and other conservatives, I guess, is
that we lack compassion.

The real issue here is you are talking
about putting people out of work is
the line that is usually brought up.

It was interesting though that in
this particular amendment that was
brought to the floor, the amendment
said that we are really not going to
put anybody out of a job, it is just
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when they should happen to decide to
leave that position, or for whatever
other reason it might become unoccu-
pied, that we are just not going to hire
anybody to fill those positions.

Mr. WALKER. We are going to leave
that automatic elevator vacant at thai
point when that person leaves the job.
That is exactly what it said.

Mr. MACK. That is correct.

But there again for some reason
those who voted against it could not
bring themselves to the idea of even
cutting spending to that degree.

I just want to build on one more
point raised about the balanced
budget amendment and the Democrat-
ic platform that basically says a bal-
anced economic policy. There is noth-
ing specific in that platform about
how to balance the budget other than
to refer to what taxes they would
raise. Basically they are talking about
the same thing they have talked about
for the last 18 months. One is to try to
figure out some way to cap the third
year of the tax cut. The second way is
to see if they cannot push indexing
back for several years.

I think that is is about time that the
American people really had a direct re-
sponse in that what we will do is we
will ask for a balanced budget amend-
ment. We will ask for a line item veto.
That is how you are going to control
spending.

Mr. WALKER. Let us understand
that they did put some things in their
budget about how they are going to
reduce spending and how they were
going to handle this budget.

Here is what they said. They said
they were going to reassess defense
spending. Now that is in the portion of
the platform where they are talking
about the budget.
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But when you get down to the de-
fense portion of the budget, we find
out that they are not going to lower
spending; they are in fact going to con-
tinue to raise spending, too, though
not maybe quite as fast as what the
Reagan administration is. So that was
one thing.

I just want to go down through a
couple of these things so that we un-
derstand. They also said they they are
going to create an adequate and fair
tax system.

The gentleman from Florida is abso-
lutely right. What does that mean?
Well, Walter Mondale told us flatly
what is meant: They are going to raise
taxes, and one of the ways in which
they were going to raise taxes is, they
are going to eliminate indexing, which
means they are going to raise taxes on
the average American working family.

They also said they were going to
control heath costs. But when you get
down to the health cost portion of
their platform, you find out that they
are committing themselves to the goal
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of a comprehensive national health in-
surance system.

Well, that is the most expensive
health care policy ever created in the
mind of man. So, you know, what they
say later on in the plaform belies that.

And then as I say, they say they are
going to cut other unnecessary ex-
penditures, and I guess we have al-
ready raised the point: What does that
mean, if we cannot even begin through
the process of attrition to move opera-
tors out of automatic elevators?

I will be glad to yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota.

Mr. WEBER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding. I would like to refer back
to the first point the gentleman made,
because I think on the question of de-
fense spending there was more confu-
sion coming out of the Democratic
Convention than on just about any
other issue.

As I talk to my constituents in my
district—and I am sure the same is
true of the gentleman from Pennsylva-
nia and our colleague from Florida
and others—I find my constituents
think that the Democrats are going to
balance the budget by reducing the de-
fense budget. I talk to them regularly
about it, and that is what they think.
That is the sort of image that comes
through. And yet it is worth nothing,
as the gentleman pointed out, the
Democratic platform is not committed
to a reduction in the defense budget.
It is committed to, I believe, a 3 per-
cent increase in the defense budget.

Mr. WALKER. Let me read from the
precise quote from the Democratic
platform. It says: They are going to
“reduce the rate of increase in defense
spending.” That is no savings; that is
just reducing the rate at which de-
fense spending is increasing.

A lot of us might agree with that,
that that may be something that
needs to be looked at. But the fact is
that we are not going to reduce defi-
cits. We have got current service defi-
cits there that are there despite what
you do in defense spending. So that re-
ducing the rate of increase does not
lower deficits. It simply means that
you are not going to have the budget
growing quite as fast as it would other-
wise grow. So that is pure nonsense to
suggest that that is going to somehow
get you massive changes in the deficit
problem.

Mr. MACK. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WALKER. I will be glad to yield
to the gentleman from Florida.

Mr. MACK. Well, maybe it would be
helpful if we were to put some num-
bers with the percentages and some of
the things we have been talking about,
but the gentleman from Minnesota is
absolutely correct, the impression that
is given that the way you solve the
deficit problem in this country is that
you really go after defense. And there
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was an opportunity, I believe, during
the Democratic Convention where
they could have gone after the de-
fense. There was a proposal to cut
spending by what? Twenty percent?

Mr. WALKER. Jesse Jackson had a
proposal on the floor that would have
really cut the defense budget.

Mr. MACK. Right.

Mr. WALKER. And they rejected
that within the context of the plat-
form debate.

Mr. MACK. By almost a 2-to-1

margin.

Mr. BRYANT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WALKER. I will be glad to yield
to the gentleman.

Mr. BRYANT. I thank the gentle-
man for yielding.

I would just like to ask the gentle-
man if I hear this correctly. Are you
criticizing the Democratic Party be-
cause they did not cut defense spend-
ing?

Mr. WALKER. No, what I am saying
here is that in their budget proposals,
where they talk about reducing defi-
cits, one of the things that they say
they are going to do is that they are
going to reduce deficits by reassessing
defense spending. And then when we
go down and take a look at the defense
portion of their platform, we find out
that they are not going to reduce de-
fense spending, they are going to
reduce the rate of increase; and so,
therefore, what I am saying is that
that does not in any way get us down
from the current service deficit prob-
lem.

Mr. BRYANT. The Democratic plat-
form which I presume you are reading
from right there either does or does
not call for reduced defense spending.
Now, which is it?

Mr. WALKER. It says: “We are
going to reduce the rate of increase in
defense spending.”

Mr. BRYANT. Is that not enough,
standing alone?

Mr. WALKER. All I am saying to
the gentleman, then, is that they
cannot, then, in the budget section of
their platform claim that that is the
way they are going to fight deficits.
You cannot fight deficits by raising
spending. You have got to fight the
deficits by cutting spending. That is
not a cut in spending.

Mr. BRYANT. I think it would be
very valuable for the American people
to hear exactly what it is that you pro-
pose or that the Republican confer-
ence or that the President proposes to
do to deal with the deficits, when in
fact——

Mr. WALKER. If I may reclaim my
time, I have been on the floor on a
number of occasions proposing across-
the-board cuts in appropriations bills.

Mr. BRYANT. If the gentleman will
yield, though——

Mr. WALKER. I have specifically,
myself, with points of order, knocked
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out spending that the Democratic con-
trolled committees have brought to
the floor that were not properly au-
thorized. We have offered the idea of
a constitutional amendment for a bal-
anced budget as a way of ensuring
that we impose upon ourselves this
discipline. Because every time we offer
these cuts, we find that the Democrats
almost en masse are voting against
those cuts.

Mr. BRYANT. If the gentleman will
yield for an intelligent question and
give me enough time to frame my
question properly, I think what you
have to face and what has not been
faced by the Republican conference or
by the President, either one, is the
simple fact that you can either cut de-
fense spending, cut entitlements or
raise taxes, or some combination of
the three, to deal with the deficits.
And all of the time that you all spend
after hours on this floor talking about
cutting the rest of the budget, waste,
fraud and abuse, and so forth, is mis-
leading the American public, in my
humble opinion, because of the fact
that all the rest of the budget in toto
totals only $150 billion. If you elimi-
nated the FBI, if you eliminated the
Department of Education, if you elimi-
nated all of those other agencies that
you like to talk about the most, you
would have cut out only $150 billion
from the budget and left still a $50 bil-
lion deficit.

Mr. WALKER. But the gentleman
misses the point.

Mr. BRYANT. So unless you deal
with taxes, unless you deal with de-
fense or unless you deal with entitle-
ments, you are not dealing with the
budget, and you do not usually talk
about any of the three of them.

Mr. WALKER. Well, if the gentle-
man will allow me to reclaim my time,
the gentleman misses the point of the
fact that when we offer to cut even
minimal amounts in a lot of those
areas——

Mr. BRYANT, Which areas?

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman’s
party votes against it.

Mr. BRYANT. Which areas?

Mr. WALKER. Well, I have offered
across-the-board cuts in nearly all the
appropriation bills that have come
onto the House floor.

Mr. BRYANT. Let us keep the ques-
tion before the House here. Defense,
entitlements, or tax increases, those
are the only three areas——

Mr. WALKER. I am simply saying to
the gentleman that when we try to
have programs—for example, I offered
an across-the-board cut on the agricul-
tural appropriation. That was the one
that was adopted.

Mr. BRYANT. But let us talk about
defense.

Mr. WALKER. That has an entitle-
ment program in it. The gentleman
better keep the facts straight here too.
It has an entitlement program in it.

July 24, 1984

The food stamp program is an entitle-
ment program. Through that amend-
ment we were able to cut the food
stamp program by a marginal amount.

It seems to me that we ought to do
that on a lot of other bills, and that is
exactly what I have been trying to do
on the floor, and I have been getting
voted down time after time after time.

Mr. BRYANT. But if the gentleman
would yield——

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman's lib-
eral friends are not willing to vote to
cut the defense budget and a lot of
these other budgets at all. They even
say in their own platform that what
they want to do is reduce the rate of
increase.

Mr. BRYANT. Will the gentleman
yield for a followup?

Mr. WALKER. That does not help
for the future. It does not help for
$200 billion deficits that are here
today.

Mr. BRYANT. Would the gentleman
vield for a followup?

Mr. WALKER. Sure, I yield.

Mr. BRYANT. Thank you very
much.

1 simply want to point out that, once
again, as you continue your presenta-
tion here, you continue to ignore what
I said in the beginning, which is irrefu-
table, and that is the fact that all of
those areas of the budget that you
complain the most loudly about
amount to $150 billion. If you elimi-
nated all of them, you would still have
a $50 billion deficit. The only way you
can deal—

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman is not
listening. I just pointed out to him an
entitlement program that I came to
the floor and helped to cut. Now, the
gentleman is not listening. I said to
him I am willing to have across-the-
board cuts in defense, I am willing to
cut out money in entitlement pro-
grams, I pointed to him an amend-
ment I had that was successful where
we cut out some money in entitlement
programs.

Mr. BRYANT. I am listening. As I
look around the House I am comforted
by the fact that I appear to be the
only one who is listening.

Thank you very much.

Mr. WALKER. Well, the gentleman
does not seem to understand that I
have responded precisely to his ques-
tion; that we need to cut spending in
all categories, including entitlements,
including defense, and a lot of other
areas.

Mr. ROTH. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WALKER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Wisconsin.

Mr. ROTH. I thank the gentleman
for yielding, and I want to compliment
him for taking this special order to
talk about the platform, because I
think it is important for us to discuss
this platform, as it will be with the
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platform after our convention has con-
cluded.

In a speech before the Democratic
Convention last week, one of the
major Presidential candidates kept on
uttering and repeating the phrase
“QOur time has come.” Well, I maintain
that if you take a look at this platform
you will find that everyone's time has
come because there is something in
this platform for everyone—everyone,
that is, except the taxpayer.

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman is
right. All of the special interests were
taken care of in this platform. There
is no doubt about it.

Mr. ROTH. I think it is important
for us to start thinking about the tax-
payer. After all, it is fine to take a look
at the people who are getting the dol-
lars, but someone has to pay the dol-
lars, and that someone is the taxpayer.

0 1840

I think that we have to keep an equi-
librium here in this House when we
make value judgments. Yes, we are
giving something to someone, but we
also are taking something away from
someone, because we do not create
money here on this floor, we have to
collect it from someone. I think it is
very important for us to remember
that simple fact.

If you take a look at this platform,
and what was said at the convention,
you would think that we are in the
greatest depression since the dawn of
history, and yet, I think that our
people on the other side of the aisle
have lost touch with reality, because
that is not the facts that we have
today; the empirical evidence is differ-
ent.

In 1980, candidate Ronald Reagan
asked the American people: “Are you
better off today than you were 4 years
ago?” The American people said no.
That is why they changed leadership
in 1980. Last week the Democratic
Party asked the American people the
same question. They evidently feel the
answer is going to be “no’ again. But I
think they are mistaken for these rea-
sons: The fact is, the strength of our
economy has been very badly underes-
timated. In January 1983, when the re-
covery was just beginning, all the
major economic forecasters predicted
that unemployment in 1984 would be
9.5 percent. Every major economist
predicted 9.5 percent. Today, unem-
ployment stands at 7.1 percent. A
third of a point less than when the
President took office.

I think we have to talk about the
facts. It is fine to have all kinds of
rhetoric, but let us get down and start
talking about the facts. Where is the
foundation of all this discussion? It
lies in numbers, and the numbers are
here on our side. Since the recovery
began, more than 6 million jobs have
been created.
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Mr. WALKER. Would the gentle-
man repeat that? The Democrats are
big on talking about jobs. How many
jobs have been created by this admin-
istration?

Mr. ROTH. Since the recovery
began, more than 6 million jobs have
been created.

Mr. WALKER. Is there any Govern-
ment make-work program that has
ever created 6 million jobs, do you sup-
pose?

Mr. ROTH. Well, that is the ques-
tion to ask. Is there a public works
program that ever created 300,000
jobs, let alone 6 million jobs.

Mr. WALKER. There has not been
one since we came to this Congress,
anyvhow.

Mr. ROTH. Well, I have to agree
with the gentleman. If you want to
create jobs, you have to get the econo-
my moving. Six million jobs. We have
more people employed tonight in
America than we have ever had em-
ployed in previous history.

Take a look at the gross national
product, last month, rather last quar-
ter. The increase was 7.5 percent. No
economist a year ago predicted any-
thing that was that optimistic. This
improvement follows a 10-percent in-
crease in the previous quarter, and,
without increasing inflation, which is
something that we always must be
concerned about. Inflation has been
kept to 3.2 percent.

Now, this is a real achievement. This
is an economic miracle, and perhaps,
most of all, the real disposable income
of Americans has risen nearly 8 per-
cent since 1981. I think when we talk
to the American people I think we
want to talk about the facts, and the
facts are these.

In short, the American people today
are better off than they were 4 years
ago. Yes, clearly, for some the econom-
ic recovery is bad news. There are
those who continue to preach that it
just cannot last, but we have been lis-
tening to that every since the recovery
began. Can we believe the pontifica-
tions of a’ political party whose last
President brought us 21 percent prime
interest rates? Thirteen percent infla-
tion? Inflation which was wiping out
financially the senior citizens, the
people on fixed income, the middle
class of this country.

The Democratic platform is long on
criticism of the economy. It finds no
fewer than seven threats to economic
recovery. It promises a better recovery
by promising everything to every
single group.

Let me just close by saying this: I
want to remind my colleagues of some-
thing not that Ronald Reagan said,
but that Franklin Roosevelt said 47
years ago, when he said that about
heedless self-interest. He said that it
makes bad economics. Let me say that
I think that it is going to make bad
politics too.
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I complement the gentleman for
taking the floor on this very impor-
tant topic.

Mr. WALKER. I thank the gentle-
man from Wisconsin very much. I
yield to the gentleman from Florida.

Mr. MACK. Just several points; one,
to reflect on what was just said, to put
in perspective the comment about the
number of jobs. If you take 1983 alone,
the number of new jobs created in the
country was somewhere around 4.8 or
4.9 million, just under 5 million jobs.
That is more jobs than were created in
the entire economy of Japan during
the entire decade, the entire decade of
the 1970’s, which was Japan's greatest
moment as far as economic growth is
concerned.

Mr. WALKER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota.

Mr. WEBER. Just to build on that, I
believe it is also more jobs than were
created in the entire Continent of
Europe in the previous 10 years, which
is basically an experiment in socialism.
So the gentleman's point about Japan
is well taken. What our economy has
done in the last 2 years is nothing
short of extraordinary.

Mr. WALKER. It is being recognized
worldwide as being nothing short of
extraordinary, because in France
today, you have the French Govern-
ment that had been a socialist Govern-
ment beginning to change its economic
policies to a pattern that sounds
almost like Reaganomics in order to
try to take on some of the character of
the U.S. recovery.

I yield to the gentleman from Min-
nesota.

Mr. WEBER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding. I am crowding out our
friend from Florida here, so I will not
go on for a long time. I just had to
comment on that point.

Is it not interesting that the socialist
leader of France, Francois Miterrand,
after years of failing to get his econo-
my moving is now looking at the
American experiment and saying,
what we are going to do is reduce
taxes to get the economy growing and
to create jobs, at precisely the same
time as the Democratic candidate for
President, Mr. Mondale, is pledging to
the world, in accepting his party nomi-
nation that, what is he going to do?
Raise taxes.

Mr. WALEKER. Well, he sounds like
Francois Miterrand when Miterrand
was running for office in France sever-
al years ago and got elected on a
pledge to raise taxes and socialize the
economy. If you read the Democratic
platform, listen to their candidate for
President, he is promising the Ameri-
can people Miterrand-kind of solutions
to the ills that he perceives, and I
would suggest that we will get a Miter-
rand-type of result as well.

1 yield to the gentleman from Flori-
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Mr. MACK. I wish that our col-
league from Texas had not left be-
cause a couple of us wanted to make
some comments to try to bring back
the focus of that debate or that discus-
sion as to what, what I think the gen-
tleman was really trying to say to him,
besides all of the various amendments
that you have offered day-in and day-
out to reduce spending. I think the
point is this: That we have heard so
much emphasis from the Democratic
Party as to how they were going to
solve the deficit problem, one of which
happened to be the point that he was
raising about defense spending.

Now, here is the point: If they re-
jected actual cuts in defense, and ac-
cepted a level of 3 percent real growth,
then you have to ask, well, what is the
Republican position at this point? I
think the Senate’s defense number is
somewhere around 7 percent. So that
means there is a difference in the level
of spending between the two parties
on defense somewhere around 4 per-
cent. The 3 percent that they say, and
the 7 percent that the Senate says.
Four percent.

A l-percent cut in the defense
budget, let us use the $300 billion
budget authority number, a 1-percent
cut is $3 billion. So the difference be-
tween the two parties is whether we
should spend $12 billion more or $12
billion less annually.

Now, the question I would have
asked him if he were here is really cut-
ting 12, or reducing the level of in-
crease $12 billion, is that going to
solve the $200 billion deficit problem?

The answer is clearly “no.”

Mr. WALKER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota.

Mr. WEBER. That becomes particu-
larly important in view of the fact, as
the gentleman from Pennsylvania has

pointed out, that throughout the
Democratic platform, as well as
throughout the speeches of their can-
didate for President, Mr. Mondale are
various promises to various interest
groups to increase spending on virtual-
ly every area of the domestic budget.
So we have now the Democratic Party
on record for an increase in the de-
fense budget, albeit not as large as the
President wants, probably a radical in-
crease in the domestic budget if they
make good on their promises. For in-
stance, the health plan that the gen-
tleman referred to could well cost tens
of billions of dollars in its first year,
and so what are we left with in terms
of means to deal with the deficit? If
you increase domestic spending dra-
matically and you increase defense
spending somewhat, you are left with
only one option in terms of dealing
with the deficit, and that is a radical
tax increase.

I think the point of this discussion is
that if you follow through the logic of
the promises in the Democratic plat-
form, that is really where we come.
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That is what we are left with. A mas-
sive tax increase to be imposed on the
American people.

Mr. WALKER. Let us understand
how much of a massive tax increase
that would have to be. If you were to
try to solve the deficit by raising the
income taxes of the American people,
you would have to tax away every
dime of income in this country over
$25,000.

Mr. WEBER. Over $25,000?

Mr. WALKER. Over $25,000. You
would have to take every family that
was making more than $25,000 and tax
away every penny that they earn over
$25,000. Absolutely confiscatory tax-
ation in order to get the deficit down
to a balanced budget using taxation
alone. Now, that is going to have a
major impact on every working family
in the country.

That does not mean that you would
just begin paying taxes at $25,000;
that means that everybody would con-
tinue to pay the same taxes that they
are now paying, and then anything
above $25,000 income we would abso-
lutely confiscate every penny above
that, because that is what it takes in
order to get a balanced budget using
taxation alone.

There is no one who believes that
$25,000 families in this country are
rich. The Democrats keep talking
about the fact that what we are going
to do is tax the rich. Well, $25,000
families in this country today are not
rich. That is middle-class America.
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The very idea that you have a
Democratic Presidential candidate
who is telling us, “I am going to raise
your taxes,” and telling us that flatly,
when you begin to understand the
numbers on all of this it really means
that it is going to have a devastating
impact on working families across this
country.

So when we do understand that they
are not going to cut defense spending
in real terms, they are not going to cut
entitlement programs, they have told
us that flatly here on the floor, the
gentleman from Texas makes a valid
point that there is not much else to
cut, and certainly they have not been
showing any willingness to cut in the
other areas.

So they are going to solve the prob-
lem by raising taxes. That means rais-
ing taxes massively on American work-
ing families, and American working
families simply cannot afford tax in-
creases of that magnitude.

Mr. WEBER. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will yield further, one final
point I think needs to be made there
and that is that it simply will not
work. Even if Walter Mondale were
elected with strong Democratic ma-
jorities in both Houses of Congress
and were to pass through this massive
tax increase to balance the budget, it
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would not work. Why? Because a big
tax increase of that kind has a definite
effect on the performance of the
American economy.

We have seen the deficit reduced
from last year's level already from
about $195 billion to about $165 billion
or $170 billion on an annualized basis.
Why? Because of economic growth, be-
cause when the economy grows rapid-
ly, more revenues come into the Treas-
ury and we are forced to spend less on
programs to help people in need.

So we have seen the budget come
down somewhat through economic
growth. Now, in calling for a massive
tax increase, what the Democrats are
really saying is, let us adopt, as the
gentleman from Pennsylvania has
pointed out, the policies that have
failed so miserably in Europe over
these last several years. In so doing,
one of the things they will do is choke
off this economic recovery which will,
in itself, dry up revenues coming into
the Treasury, force us to spend more
money on things like unemployment
compensation and welfare and food
stamps that help people who are in
need, so we will not have the effect of
eliminating the deficit even if we do
have that massive tax increase because
we will throw the economy back into a
recession.

Mr. WALKER. What the gentleman
is saying is that the Democrats will
provide themselves with a self-fulfill-
ing prophecy. They all predicted this
was a temporary recovery. Put them in
power and it will be a temporary re-
covery because they will adopt policies
that will assure it would be temporary
because they will adopt policies that
will undercut the recovery and, there-
by, eliminate it.

Mr. WEBER. If the gentleman will
yield further, the reason they are so
sure it will abort the recovery is be-
cause they are the exact same policies
that they tried under the Carter ad-
ministration.

Mr. WALKER. That is exactly right.
The Carter administration was an eco-
nomic disaster, and that is precisely
the thing that the American people re-
jected overwhelmingly in 1980, and
thereby put into effect a brandnew
policy under the Reagan administra-
tion.

Let me also point out that the
Democrats went beyond talking about
budget matters. We have ranged to
some other subjects, but one of the
things that their platform puts a lot of
stress and a lot of emphasis on is the
question of jobs. They are sensitive to
the fact that unemployment is still too
high in the country, even though it is
at a level below that which Ronald
Reagan inherited from Jimmy Carter.

But the Democrats feel that they, in
their platform needed to deal with
that jobs issue. It does not acknowl-
edge, really, the fact that job creation
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is going on as a result of economic re-
covery but, rather, what it does is pro-
pose Government solutions. It pro-
poses that we substitute Government
for growth in the production of jobs.
So in paragraph after paragraph in
the Democratic platform on the issue
of jobs there is discussion of what
Government can do to create jobs or
to create opportunities for jobs, rather
than looking at how we produce an
economy growing fast enough that
creates the jobs for people and absorbs
those people into the totality of the
economy.

We have talked a little bit about
taxes. The Democratic platform also
talks about taxes. It talks about how
they are going to raise sufficient reve-
nues “without increasing the burden
on average taxpayers.” Now, that is
nice rhetoric and that sounds very
good. I think that is put in there for
the very obvicus purpose of trying to
say to the American people, “We are
going to raise taxes, but in the election
we do not want to tell you that the
taxes that are going to be paid are
going to be paid by you.”

I have just previously given some
figures here that indicate that if we
are going to raise taxes enough to
reduce the deficits down to a balanced
budget, we are in fact going to have to
raise taxes massively on the American
people, and I do not contend that any
Congress would ever pass a bill that
would substitute confiscatory taxation
for the present tax system on every-
one over $25,000. I do not think that is
going to happen. Obviously, it is not
going to happen.

But then, if we are not willing to
confiscate all income over $25,000 in
order to balance the budget, the ques-
tion becomes what are we willing to do
in the tax system? Then we have got
to begin to lower the amounts of
income for taxation if we are not going
to confiscate all of it above certain
levels. What that means is that we
begin, then, to get the income level
down to about $15,000, where we begin
to raise taxes.

Once, again, I would say that I do
not find very many of my constituents
who believe that someone earning
$15,000 is not an average taxpayer, is a
rich taxpayer who should be soaked
further by Government to make up
for its own over-spending practices.
Yet, when we look down through the
Democratic budget, we find thiem talk-
ing about increased taxes of all varie-
ties, and my contention would be that
those increased taxes are going to
have a devastating impact on average
American working families.

The Democrats in their platform
talk extensively about arms control. It
is one of the major items that they
have in their platform. It is one of the
major items that they claim that they
are going to be campaigning across the
country on. I hope the American
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people will take a close look at that
section of the platform. I hope that
they will ask the Democrats what
some of that language means, because
if we take language like ‘‘that they
propose an early summit with regular
annual summits to follow with the
Soviet leaders,” that is one of the
major proposals, and then a number of
others.

In my view, as I read through it,
their whole arms control package is
based upon one concept, and that is
“Trust the Soviets'; that somehow we
can build a trustworthy relationship
with the Soviet Union that thereby
allows us to reduce our own nuclear
arms and do a lot of other wonderful
things. But the bottom line is that the
policy comes down to “Trust the Sovi-
ets.”

My own view is that the Soviet
Union cannot be dealt with as a trust-
worthy power; that they have violated
our trust in all too many instances;
that if we are going to arrive at arms
control policies, and I think it is valua-
ble for us to move in that direction, we
are going to have to do things which
do not trust the Soviets but deal with
the Soviets. Dealing is different than
trusting in that what you do is that
you deal from a hard-nosed basis; that
you deal with reality; that you deal
from strength; that you make abso-
lutely certain that everything that
you do is nailed down; that every
agreement is spelled out in detail; that
there are no loopholes; that there are
no chances for violations of these
kinds of things.

That is a policy that gets you real
arms control that works. Too much of
the Democratic platform and the
Democratic promises with regard to
arms control do not talk about that
kind of tough-minded stance but,
rather, talk about the kinds of things
which I would contend add up to trust-
ing the Soviets.

The Democrats talk about health
care, and I have mentioned previously
that they make a commitment to “the
long-term goal of comprehensive na-
tional health insurance.” Not only is
that expensive, as I have mentioned
before, not only does that belie their
deficit-reducing package where they
said they were going to reduce the def-
icit by controlling health costs, but it
is also the question of whether or not
this country wants to move in the di-
rection of socialized medicine.
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A comprehensive national health in-
surance program is nothing short of
that which has been tried in a number
of European countries. It comes down
to being socialized medicine. I would
contend that is expensive. I would con-
tend, moreover, it is a policy which re-
duces substantially the quality of
health care and results in a two-tiered
health system, one paid for in massive
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amounts by the taxpayer, another
which provides most of the health
care and is still paid for privately by
individuals, such as what we have
found to be the experience in places
like Great Britain. That is not move-
ment toward doing something mean-
ingful to change what are the legiti-
mate health care problems in this
country, what people are legitimately
concerned about when they go to the
hospital or go to their doctors. That
will not overcome those problems. In
fact, in many ways it will aggravate
those problems.

Well, there are a number of other
items and I intend to review those at
some point in the future, Mr. Speaker,
but I think at this point I will stop
with this particular discourse on the
Democratic platform, pick it up at a
later day, and yield back the balance
of my time.

FEDERAL CHARTER FOR THE
POLISH LEGION OF AMERICAN
VETERANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. ANNUNZIO] is
recognized for 5 minutes.
® Mr. ANNUNZIO. Mr. Speaker, on
July 23, the President signed into law
my legislation granting a Federal char-
ter to the Polish Legion of American
Veterans, U.S.A., and I rise to con-
gratulate this outstanding organiza-
tion on this momentous achievement.

The members of the Polish Legion
of American Veterans have been wait-
ing for more than 35 years for this rec-
ognition, and I would like to take this
opportunity to express my gratitude to
the many Members of the House of
Representatives and the Senate who
supported the Polish Legion of Ameri-
can Veterans in this effort. I would es-
pecially like to express my gratitude to
Senator FRANK MURKOWSKI, who suc-
cessfully steered this legislation
through the U.S. Senate, and to thank
the distinguished chairman of the
House Judiciary Committee, the Hon-
orable PETER RopinNo, and the distin-
guished chairman of the Subcommit-
tee on Administrative Law and Gov-
ernmental Relations, the Honorable
Sam Hawy, for their expeditious consid-
eration of this bill during the first ses-
sion of the 98th Congress.

Most importantly, my bill could not
have gone forward without the tireless
efforts of Norman A. Lelo, the nation-
al commander of the PLAV, and the
many officers and members of the
Polish Legion of American Veterans,
whose hard work made this Federal
charter a reality. Last October when
the Subcommittee on Administrative
Law and Governmental Relations of
the House Judiciary Committee held
hearings on this legislation, Com-
mander Lelo led an outstanding group
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of witnesses to testify in support of
granting a charter and the testimony
of these dedicated individuals contrib-
uted mightly to obtaining this charter.
Wanda Swiecki, the national president
of the ladies auxiliary gave a detailed
report on the auxiliary’s activities, and
Ralph Wozniak, the national veterans
administration volunteer service direc-
tor of the PLAV, provided the subcom-
mittee with valuable data on the vol-
unteer services of the organization.
From my own State of Illinois, Fred
Skowronski, national treasurer, made
an invaluable contribution to moving
this legislation, not only by testifying
at this hearing, but also by first bring-
ing the organization’s desire to obtain
a Federal charter to my attention. Alo-
ysius Mazewski, the national president
of the Polish National Alliance and of
the Polish American Congress, also ap-
peared before the subcommittee, and
helped mobilize support for this legis-
lation.

Other team players who contributed
to the strength of the presentation
before the subcommittee included:
Gene Hentkowski, national finance di-
rector; John Wierzba, national public
relations officer, and Frank Tadr-
zynski, past national commander.
Without the actions of all of these in-
dividuals, this legislation could not
have become public law, and I am
proud to have worked with the many
members and officers of the Polish
Legion of American Veterans, in their
efforts to obtain a Federal charter for
their fine organization. Polish-Ameri-
can war veterans have had a long his-
tory of service to the United States,
both in war and in peace, and I know
of no group which is more worthy of
this recognition.

Organized in 1921 by Polish-Ameri-
can veterans of World War I, the
Polish Legion of American Veterans
has almost 14,000 members and main-
tains posts in Connecticut, Florida, I1-
linois, Indiana, Massachusetts, Michi-
gan, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Wis-
consin. These volunteers perform valu-
able volunteer services in some 45 Vet-
erans’ Administration hospitals
throughout the United States.

In addition to providing voluntary
community and hospital services, the
Legion sponsors a yearly national
scholarship contest to assist worthy
students in obtaining their education,
and for the last 25 years has also spon-
sored a yearly Americanism essay con-
test to inspire the young people. Mem-
bers of the Polish Legion of American
Veterans conduct an aid to the blind
program, provide gifts to men and
women in the armed services at
Christmastime, and contribute food
and medicine relief for the hard-
pressed people of Poland.

The granting of a Federal charter fi-
nally gives these veterans the recogni-
tion they richly deserve, and this
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chapter will help the Polish Legion of
American Veterans expand their vol-
unteer services, which are provided
without charge to the American tax-
payers. When we encourage organiza-
tions like the Polish Legion of Ameri-
can Veterans, we strengthen America’s
tradition of volunteer action which is
vital to the continued well-being of all
of our country’s citizens.

Mr. Speaker, I again congratulate
the Polish Legion of American Veter-
ans on meriting this recognition, and I
extend to them my best wishes for
continued success in all further chari-
table and volunteer efforts on behalf
of America’s veterans and their fami-
lies.@

FRANCIS HEISLER—A GREAT
DEFENDER OF CIVIL LIBERTIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. PANETTA]
is recognized for 5 minutes.
® Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, I am
sad to report to the House on the
death of a great citizen of Monterey
County, CA, Francis Heisler. Mr.
Heisler had a 50-year career as an at-
torney in which he championed civil
liberties and represented the needy.
He died of cancer at the age of 88. He
was a friend as well as an example to
me and many others of what dedica-
tion to justice is all about.

Mr. Heisler was born in Hungary in
1895. In 1921, he went to work as a
design engineer for German General
Electric in Berlin but came to this
country in 1924 after a dispute with
his employer about his union activi-
ties.

Working in Chicago during the
1920’s as an engineer for utility com-
panies, at night Mr. Heisler taught
history at Chicago City College and
studied at John Marshall Law School.
In 1930, he was admitted to the Illi-
nois bar.

In Chicago during the Depression,
Mr. Heisler defended poor people in
disputes with banks, landlords, and
utility companies and represented
workers in union-related cases. He also
became a civil liberties lawyer for the
American Civil Liberties Union and
won a landmark free-speech case
before the Supreme Court. He also de-
fended between 1,500 and 2,000 consci-
entious objectors during World War
II.

In 1948, Mr. Heisler opened up law
offices in Carmel, CA, although he re-
tained his Chicago practice as well. He
won a number of important civil liber-
ties cases in the area.

Mr. Heisler was also committed to
helping end the nuclear arms race. In
1958, and again in 1962, he filed suit in
both the United States and the Soviet
Union seeking a ban on nuclear testing
on behalf of international figures such
as Linus Pauling, Bertrand Russell,
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James Baldwin, Joan Baez, and Erich
Fromm. Eventually, both nations
signed a treaty ending atmospheric
nuclear testing.

Mr. Heisler received a number of
awards during his long career, includ-
ing the first Ralph M. Atkinson Award
by the Monterey ACLU chapter in
1977 and the Earl Warren Civil Liber-
ties Award from the ACLU Founda-
tion of Northern California in the
same year. The Monterey chapter cre-
ated a similar award in Mr. Heisler's
honor this year.

Francis Heisler's career was devoted
to the protection and enhancement of
individual rights in our country. While
the issues may have changed from the
1930’s to the present, his commitment
never wavered, and his victories and
even his defeats in court helped to
strengthen our constitutional rights
and liberties. For these accomplish-
ments, our Nation and we as individ-
uals owe Mr. Heisler a debt of grati-
tude. His work will live for many dec-
ades to come.

I am proud to say that Francis
Heisler was my friend. He inspired
others to fight when retreat was easy,
to speak out when silence was com-
fortable, to seek justice when injustice
was accepted, to find freedom when
bondage was tolerated, and to do all of
this regardless of the popularity of
each cause. He was the definition of a
defender of civil liberties.

I hope my colleagues will join me in
expressing sympathy to Mr. Heisler's
wife, Dr. Friedy Heisler, and the rest
of his family at this very difficult
time.@

THE HEALTH EFFECTS OF RADI-
ATION RESEARCH ACT OF 1984

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

a previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Colorado [Mr. WirTH] is
recognized for 5 minutes.
@ Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Speaker, since the
beginning of this century, Govern-
ment has recognized that one of its
most important functions is ensuring
the safety of our Nation's workers.
Substantial progress has been made
since the days of Upton Sinclair's
“The Jungle” in providing a safer and
healthier work environment. No
longer are manufacturing plants dens
of torture. No longer do we turn our
backs on the black lung and brown
lung plight facing our miners. Our
Nation can be proud of the progress
that has been made in providing a
healthy working environment, al-
though further efforts are necessary
in many industries.

The nuclear industry, however, faces
a different situation. There are ap-
proximately 80,000 men and women
employed in nuclear facilities across
the country who are exposed to heavy
amounts of radiation every day. Since
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the early tests of nuclear weapons,
there has been disagreement and con-
troversy over the health hazards posed
by heavy radiation exposure. Because
of this uncertainty, efforts have been
made to ensure the safety of workers
through regulations and safety pre-
cautions. At the same time, research
has been encouraged to determine the
magnitude of the health hazards
facing workers. It is imperative that
this research be done in the most ob-
jective and unbiased manner possible.
Yet, the Federal agency performing
the bulk of this research is the same
agency which has responsibility for
operating and promoting nuclear fa-
cilities: the Department of Energy.
This is akin to allowing the plant man-
ager in the meatpacking plant in “The
Jurgle” to determine what is safest
for the plant’s workers.

The Department of Energy is cur-
rently responsible for approximately
60 percent of the Federal research
into the health effects of radiation. At
the same time, this agency operates
and maintains our nuclear production
facilities. This conflict of interest casts
doubts on the objectivity of their re-
search and on their interest in worker
safety and health.

Research into the health effects of
radiation must be continued. We must
not relent in the search for answers.
However, it is critical that this re-
search be conducted objectively, in a
manner in which workers and the
public can place the highest confi-
dence. The quality of the research
conducted by the Department of
Energy and the validity of its conclu-
sions is not in question. Instead, the
issue is whether the workers and the
industry can have confidence in the
work. No Federal agency which man-
ages the facilities it studies can meet
this concern.

For this reason I am introducing leg-
islation to transfer the authority for
these studies from the Department of
Energy to the Department of Health
and Human Services [HHS]. There are
several reasons why HHS makes a
better choice. Intuitively, it makes
more sense to have health research
conducted by an agency responsible
for health issues, not one responsible
for operating energy and defense pro-
grams. Moreover, HHS and several
agencies within the Department have
studied the health effects of radiation
extensively. These include the Nation-
al Cancer Institute, the Bureau of Ra-
diation Health in the Food and Drug
Administration, the National Institute
for Occupational Safety and Health,
the National Institute of Environmen-
tal Health Sciences and the Centers
for Disease Control. The Secretary of
HHS, under this legislation, would
consult with the heads of all of these
agencies in conducting the research.
Finally, an advisory panel would be es-
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tablished to provide advice and assist-
ance in conducting this research.

Mr, Speaker, this legislation is long
overdue. There have been numerous
attempts in recent years to shift re-
search responsibility from DOE to
public health agencies, but we always
seem to end up where we started, with
DOE performing most of the work and
public health agencies performing
very little. Task forces and advisory
panels have been created, but they are
short-lived. Congress must enact legis-
lation specifically mandating the
transfer of this function. It is my hope
that it will not take a disaster like one
which occurred at the Sunshine Silver-
mine disaster before this action is
taken. Prior to that tragedy, responsi-
bility for miner’s health and safety lay
with the Department of the Interior,
the same agency interested in promot-
ing coal production. Only after more
than 90 people were killed did Con-
gress realize that you can’t have both
worker safety and production under
the same leadership and transferred
mine safety and health out of the De-
partment of the Interior. Let us act
now before a similar disaster occurs in
the nuclear industry.e

THE DEATH OF GEN. “"BEBY"
TURNAGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. MonNT-
GOMERY] is recognized for 5 minutes.
® Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker,
on June 30 Mississippi lost one of its
finest leaders. Evan Albert “Beby”
Turnage died at his home in Monticel-
lo, MS, following a lengthy illness.
“Beby” Turnage was perhaps best
known for his work on behalf of the
Mississippi National Guard, in which
he served 30 years.

He was adjutant general of the Mis-
sissippi National Guard under former
Governor William Waller and retired
from the Guard in 1980. He attained
the rank of major general.

In addition to his outstanding mili-
tary service to our State and this
Nation, he also had a distinguished
career as an attorney, chancery judge,
and professor at the Mississippi Col-
lege School of Law. He was dean of
the law school from 1980 to 1982.

I am proud to have worked with and
served with “Beby” Turnage. He was a
great American and we will all miss
him.

I want to share this account of his
accomplishments which appeared in
the Lawrence County, MS, Press on
July 5:

[From the Lawrence County Press, July 5,
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GEN. E.A. TURNAGE DIES AT 66

Funeral services were held at Monticello
Baptist Church Monday afternoon for Evan
Albert “Beby” Turnage, former Monticello
mayor and former three-star general and
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commander of the Mississippi National
Guard. Gen. Turnage died last Saturday
afternoon at his home in Monticello follow-
ing a long battle with cancer. He was 66.

Gen. Turnage was well-known throughout
Mississippi. He was adjutant general in
charge of the Mississippi National Guard
under former Gov. William Waller. He later
acquired the rank of major general.

Gen Turnage was a graduate of New
Hebron High School and Copiah-Lincoln
Junior College. He was Co-Lin Alumnus of
the Year in 1972. Before entering the U.S.
Army to serve in North Africa and Europe
during World War II. Turnage worked as
county engineer in walthall County. Follow-
ing WWII, he was awarded the purple heart
and was discharged at the rank of captain.

After his stint in the Army, he enrolled at
the University of Mississippi and graduated
from the Ole Miss Law School in 1948. He
was elected County Attorney here his first
year out of law school. He was also attorney
for the Lawrence County Board of Supervi-

sors.

In 1850, he organized and commanded
Company “D" 106 Construction Engineers
of the 31st Dixie Division of the Mississippi
National Guard headquartered in Monticel-
lo.

The local guard unit went into active duty
on Jan. 16, 1950, and he served as lieutenant
colonel. He was later elected chancery judge
of the 13th District Court, a position he
held until appointed adjutant general by
Gov. Waller.

He retired from the Guard in 1980, and
then began serving as professor at the Mis-
sissippi College School of Law, where he
was instrumental in helping the school
obtain accreditation. He served as dean of
the law school from 1980 to 1982, when he
retired.

After his retirement, Gen. Turnage re-
turned to a limited law practice in Monticel-
lo.

Other involvements included four years as
mayor of Monticello and a term in the Mis-
sissippi House of Representatives. He
helped organize South Central Bank, and
helped establish Lawrence County Insur-
ance and Realty.

Gen. Turnage was honored by the Law-
rence County Chamber of Commerce re-
cently with the annual EM. Graham Award
of Excellence. He received the award at the
chamber’'s annual banquet last April. It was
also announced at the banquet that the
Chamber is establishing a scholorship at
Copiah-Lincoln Junior College for a Law-
rence County ROTC student to be awarded
each year,

Also at the Chamber Banquet, representa-
tives from the Mississippi National Guard
presented Gen. Turnage with the Mississip-
pi Magnolia Cross—the state's highest per-
sonal award; the Chief's Eagle Award—the
state Guard's highest award; and an award
presented by the State Guard Officers Asso-
ciation.

Gen. Turnage was a member of the Monti-
cello Lions Club, the New Hebron Masonic
Lodge, a deacon of the Monticello Baptist
Church, and a former Sunday School teach-
er there, a member of the state Oil and Gas
Board, director of the Pearl River Basin De-
velopment District, director of Southern
Pine Election Power Association, and served
on the board of directors for First Bank.

He is survived by his wife, Ethyln Dale
“Tera” Turnage’; a son, Thomas Albert Tur-
nage of Monticello; a daughter, Lynn Dale
Turnage Raynolds of Monticello; a sister,
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Mrs. O.M. Lela Victoria Anderson of Jack-
son; and three grandchildren.

Burial was in the New Habron Cemetery,
where he was honored with the traditional
21 gun salute by the Mississippi National
Guard.

Active pallbearers were, Sonny Turnage,
James Jones, Pat Shivers, James Ray
Benson, Lloyd Powell, Jack Parkman, Simp
Lambert, and Julius Stapleton.

Honorary pallbearers were; Don Druger,
Bill McCallus, Gus Wall, Roger Martin, Don
Stormo, Dr. J.W. Waller, Dr. B.B. Pace,
Glyn Hughes, Billy Harvey, Frank Allen,
Jim Miles, Bobby Moore, Jerry McLean,
Tommy Jolly, Rep. Wayne Dowdy, former
Gov. Willam Waller, former Gov. William
Winter, Judge Neville Patterson, and Rep.
G.V. Montgomery.e

RECOVERY?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. GONZALEZ] is
recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, as I
said yesterday, I will continue to speak
out on the basic issue that, until re-
solved, will be the undoing of our
prideful American standard of living
which has indeed and in fact eroded
already.

Now, we hear much talk about eco-
nomic recovery, but I think that we
lose sight of what it is the people talk-
ing about economic recovery are talk-
ing about and what they really mean.
We must remember that we are really
in 1984 and the Orwellian use of words
is rampant.

The economy has recovered all right
to about what it was in 1981, so when
these good folks talk about recovery,
they are not talking about recovery to
some pristine period of time, but to
1981, the year these same folks talk
about as a devastating year, as a year
that must be turned and changed.

Now, maybe even this return to the
1981 level could continue except for
the fact of the constant presence of
usurious and extortionate and insidi-
ous interest rates that are truly rob-
bing the American people of any kind
of economic security. Certainly it has
already cheated a generation or so of
the dream of such things as homeown-
ership, not with these present usuri-
ous, extortionate, wrongful interest
rates, because they are slowly but in-
exorably choking us to death.

With respect to the so-called gross
national product improvement of the
economy and again which is a hair
above what it was in 1981, which is
considered by everybody as a terrible
year now, not as bad as 1982, not as
bad as 1983, but bad enough to have
swept Jimmy Carter out of the White
House, so we are back to where we
started almost 4 years ago. Is that
reason for cheer and elation?

The unemployment rate is slightly
less than it was in 1981, but there are
more people out of work today than
there were then. Today there are
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better than 8 million people officially
listed out of work—officially. That
does not count from 1 to 2% million
that have simply dropped out of the
counting list, but are unemployed.

Well, this is the same as it was in
1981. What is so good about that?

The industrial production index,
which is something not mentioned
here, is at almost 82 percent. Yes;
much better than last year, thank
goodness, but not one whit better than
it was in 1981.

Housing starts are better off than
they were at the beginning of this
yvear than they were in 1981, but they
are not a whit better or they were not
just a few months ago than they were
a year ago, and mortgage rates are
again climbing because interest rates
are climbing, coming very close to
what they were in 1981. Mortgage
rates today are 14.6 percent at least
and more if you throw in the points
and everything in the real world,
which in real terms is higher than
ever before. Is that progress?

The balance of trade—and at this
point I would like to insert into the
REecorDp an article appearing in today's
July 24 Dallas Morning News, entitled
“Trade Deficit Could Double, Report
Predicts.”

[From the Dallas Morning News, July 24,

1984]
Trape DeFiciT CouLd DOUBLE, REPORT
PREDICTS

WasHINGTON.—The United States, which
posted its worst foreign trade performance
in 1983, could nearly double the red ink this
year and run abnormally high deficits for
the forseeable future, the government pre-
dicted Monday.

The Commerce Department, in a bleak as-
sessment of U.S. trading prospects, said the
merchandise trade deficit for 1984 could
well be in the range of $120 billion to $130
billion.

In 1983, the country, posted a $69.4 billion
trade deficit, far surpassing the previous
record of $42.7 billion set in 1982,

In a new report, the Commerce Depart-
ment said the trading gap '‘should not be
expected to narrow quickly.”

The huge trade gap has been blamed pri-
marily on two factors. A strong U.S. dollar
has made imports relatively cheap and U.S.
exports relatively expensive. Also, the U.S.
economy recovered from the 1981-82 reces-
sion much faster than the rest of the world,
spurring strong consumer demand in this
country while demand in other countries re-
mained flat.

The dollar is expected to weaken in
coming months, and economic growth in
foreign nations is expected to pick up steam.

These two factors, while helping alleviate
the trade imbalance, will not erase it over-
night, the report sald.

“A reduction of the U.S. trade deficit to
even the $40 billion levels of 1977-82 can
only be gradual, even with a favorable
movement of the dollar,” the report said.

One of the problems, the report said, is
growing competition with U.S. exports from
newly industrialized countries such as
Brazil, Mexico, South Korea and Taiwan,
who are beginning to penetrate world mar-
kets for heavy industry and high-technology
products.
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In 1883, the surplus high-technology
trade—traditionally a source of U.S. trading
strength—declined 23 percent from $22 bil-
lion the year before to $17 billion, the
report said.

In the largest high-technology category,
communication equipment and electronic
components, imports of $19.1 billion in 1983
were T0 percent higher than exports of
$11.1 billion.

I might mention that the trade defi-
cit of last year exceeded tremendously
any trade deficit in the history of our
country. These are things that we
cannot sneeze off. We must face them.

The continuation of this trade defi-
cit is the biggest single menace con-
fronting our Nation today, confronting
the ins, confronting the outs, and all
those that really know, the experts
who kind of hold their breath hoping
that the thing will hold together until
November 6, it may not; so the balance
of trade today is at a record deficit.
That deficit is twice what it was in
1981 and it is getting worse every
minute that I am speaking here today.

Now, that may sound dull and dry,
as most significant things do, but what
that means is that we are losing jobs,
exporting jobs, Millions of jobs have
disappeared because our industrial
goods are no longer competitive with
the rest of the world. Why?

Well, interest rates not only kill
sales here, but they kill sales abroad.
The administration’s unwillingness to
fight against unfair trade practices
contributes to the outflow of jobs and
this is a deficit that worsens each day,
each hour, draining jobs away with
every turn of the tide.

Interest rates are not going down.
They are going up, as I have said re-
peatedly, because the notion is loose in
the land, propagated by the very insti-
gators of high interest rates, those
that justify high interest rates and try
to say that interest rates are like an
act of God, nobody can do anything
about them, which of course is untrue.

Now, is this progress? Is this recov-
ery?

The prime rate is up to more than 13
percent—the prime rate, which is a 30-
percent rise in the past year alone, and
rising. Is that progress?

Treasury bill rates are ballooning
upward, so much so that the so-called
deficit reduction over which the Con-
gress heaved and moaned just a few
weeks ago before we quit for the
recess; so-called deficit reduction ac-
tions have been canceled out just in
the intervening weeks because of the
increased cost of interest charges for
servicing the national debt.

Interest rates again, is that recov-
ery?

Municipal bond rates are up. Mort-
gage rates are at record heights. That
is not recovery. That is a threat of
devastation.
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Yes; we have a rosy glow, but it is
the glow of a fevered economy, a sick
economy. It is the same rosy glow that
you see that a fevered patient has. It
may look good to the inexperienced
eye but it is frightening to anyone who
knows what is really happening.

And at the bottom of it all is this
same question that has plagued man-
kind since written history of human
activity, usurious, extortionate, unjust,
unconscionable rates of interest.

I yield back the balance of my time.

GOVERNOR CUOMO'S KEYNOTE
ADDRESS TO THE 1984 DEMO-
CRATIC NATIONAL CONVEN-
TION IN SAN FRANCISCO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. STRAT-
TON] is recognized for 5 minutes.
® Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, the
keynote address of New York Gov.
Mario M. Cuomo to the 1984 Demo-
cratic National Convention has been
hailed by many as one of the most out-
standing keynote addresses in history.

As the dean of the New York delega-
tion, I wish to bring to the attention
of my colleagues this keynote address.
Therefore, I include here with my re-
marks the prepared text of the ad-
dress as printed in the New York
Times of July 17, 1984.

The text follows:

TExXT oF KEYNOTE ADDRESS BY GOVERNOR
Cuomo T0 CONVENTION

On behalf of the Empire State and the
family of New York, I thank you for the
great privilege of being allowed to address
this convention.

Please allow me to skip the stories and the
poetry and the temptation to deal in nice
but vague rhetoric.

Let me instead use this valuable opportu-
nity to deal with the questions that should
determine this election and that are vital to
the American people.

Ten days ago, President Reagan admitted
that although some people in this country
seemed to be doing well nowadays, others
were unhappy, and even worried, about
themselves, their families and their futures,

The President said he didn’t understand
that fear. He said, “Why, this country is a
shining city on a hill.”

The President is right. In many ways we
are “a shining city on a hill.”

But the hard truth is that not everyone is
sharing in this city’s splendor and glory.

A shining city is perhaps all the President
sees from the portico of the White House
and the veranda of his ranch, were everyone
seems to be doing well.

But there’s another part of the city, the
part where some people can't pay their
mortgages and most young people can't
afford one, where students can't afford the
education they need and middle-class par-
ents watch the dreams they hold for their
children evaporate.

In this part of the city there are more
poor than ever, more families in trouble.
More and more people who need help but
can’t find it.
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Even worse: There are elderly people who
tremble in the basements of the houses
there.

There are people who sleep in the city's
streets, in the gutter, where the glitter
doesn't show.

THERE 18 DESPAIR, MR. PRESIDENT

There are ghettos where thousands of
young people, without an education or a
job, give their lives away to drug dealers
every day.

There is despair, Mr. President, in faces
you never see, in the places you never visit
in your shining city.

In fact, Mr. President, this nation is more
a “Tale of Two Cities” than it is a “Shining
City on a Hill.”

Maybe if you visited more places, Mr,
President, you'd understand.

Maybe if you went to Appalachia where
some people still live in sheds and to Lacka-
wanna where thousands of unemployed
steel workers wonder why we subsidized for-
eign steel while we surrender their dignity
to unemployment and to welfare checks;
maybe if you stepped into a shelter in Chi-
cago and talked with some of the homeless
there; maybe, Mr. President, if you asked a
woman who'd been denied the help she
needs to feed her children because you say
we need the money to give a tax break to a
millionaire or to build a missile we can't
even afford to use—maybe then you'd un-
derstand.

Maybe, Mr. President.

But I'm afraid not.

Because, the truth is, this is how we were
warned it would be.

President Reagan told us from the begin-
ning that he believed in a kind of social Dar-
winism. Survival of the fittest. “Govern-
ment can’t do everything,” we were told.
“So it should settle for taking care of the
strong and hope that economic ambition
and charity will do the rest. Make the rich
richer and what falls from their table will
be enough for the middle class and those
trying to make it into the middle class.”

The Republicans called it trickle-down
when Hoover tried it. Now they call it
supply side. It is the same shining city for
those relative few who are lucky enough to
live in its good neighborhoods.

But for the people who are excluded—
locked out—all they can do is to stare from
a distance at that city’s glimmering towers.

It's an old story. As old as our history.

COURAGE AND CONFIDENCE

The difference between Democrats and
Republicans has always been measured in
courage and confidence. The Republicans
believe the wagon train will not make it to
the frontier unless some of our old, some of
our young and some of our weak are left
behind by the side of the trial.

The strong will inherit the land!

‘We Democrats believe that we can make it
all the way with the whole family intact.

‘We have. More than once.

Ever since Franklin Roosevelt lifted him-
self from his wheelchair to lift this nation
from its knees. Wagon train after wagon
train. To new frontier of education, housing,
peace, The whole family aboard. Constantly
reaching out to extend and enlarge that
family. Lifting them up into the wagon on
the way. Blacks and Hispanics, people of
every ethnic group, and Native Americans—
all those struggling to build their families
claim some small share of America.

For nearly 50 years we carried them to
new levels of comfort, security, dignity, even
affluence.
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Some of us are in this room today only be-
cause this nation had that confidence.
It would be wrong to forget that.

TO SAVE THE NATION

So, we at this convention to remind our-
selves where we come from and to claim the
future for ourselves and for our children.

Today, our great Democratic Party, which
has saved this nation from depression, from
fascism, from racism, from corruption, is
called upon to do it again—this time to save
the nation from confusion and division,
from most of all from a fear of a nuclear
holocaust.

In order to succeed, we must answer our
opponent’s polished and appealing rhetoric
with a more telling reasonableness and ra-
tionality.

We must win this case on the merits.

We must get the American public to look
past the glitter, beyond the showmanship—
to reality, to the hard substance of things.
And we will do that not so much with
speeches that sound good as with speeches
that are good and sound.

Not so much with speeches that bring
people to their feet as with speeches that
bring people to their senses.

We must make the American people hear
our “tale of two cities.”

We must convince them that we don’t
have to settle for two cities, that we can
have one city, indivisible, shining for all its
people. :

We will have no chance to do that if what
comes out of this convention, what is heard
throughout the campaign, is a babel of ar-
guing voices.

To succeed we will have to surrender small
parts of our individual interests, to build a
platform we can all stand on, at once, com-
fortably, proudly singing out the truth for
the nation to hear, in chorus, its logic so
clear and commanding that no slick com-
mercial, no amount of geniality, no martial
music will be able to muffle it.

THE LUCKY AND THE LEFT OUT

We democrats must unite so that the
entire nation can. Surely the Republicans
won't bring the convention together. Their
policies divide the nation: into the lucky and
the left-out, the royalty and the rabble.

The Republicans are willing to treat that
division as victory. They would cut this
nation in half, into those temporarily better
off and those worse off than before, and call
it recovery.

We should not be embarrassed or dis-
mayed if the process of unifying is difficult,
even at times wrenching.

Unlike any other party, we embrace men
and women of every color, every creed,
every orientation, every economic class. In
our family are gathered everyone from the
abject poor of Essex County in New York,
to the enlightened affluent of the gold
coasts of both ends of our nation. And in be-
tween is the heart of our constituency. The
middle class, the people not rich enough to
be worry-free but not poor enough to be on
welfare, those who work for a living because
they have to. White collar and blue collar.
Young professionals. Men and women in
small business desperate for the capital and
contracts they need to prove their worth.

‘We speak for the minorities who have not
yet entered the mainstream.

For ethnics who want to add their culture
to the mosaic that is America.

For women indignant that we refuse to
etch into our governmental commandments
the simple rule “thou shalt not sin against
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equality,” a commandment so obvious it can
be spelled in three letters: e.r.a.!

For young people demanding an education
and a future,

For senior citizens terrorized by the idea
that their only security, their Social Securi-
ty, is being threatened.

For millions of reasoning people fighting
to preserve our environment from greed and
stupidity. And fighting to preserve our very
existence from a macho intransigence that
refuses to make intelligent attempts to dis-
cuss the possibility of nuclear holocaust
with our enemy. Refusing because they be-
lieve we can pile missiles so high that they
will pierce the clouds and the sight of them
will frighten our enemies into submission.

PROUD OF DIVERSITY

We're proud of this diversity. Grateful we
don't have to manufacture its appearance
the way the Republicans will next month in
Dallas, by propping up mannequin delegates
on the convention floor.

But we pay a price for it.

The different people we represent have
many points of view. Sometimes they com-
pete and then we have debates, even argu-
ments. That's what our primaries were,

But now the primaries are over, and it is
time to lock arms and move into this cam-
paign together.

If we need any inspiration to make the
effort to put aside our small differences, all
we need to do is to reflect on the Republi-
can policy of divide and cajole and how it
has injured our land since 1980.

The President has asked us to judge him
on whether or not he’s fulfilled the prom-
ises he made four years ago. I accept that.
Just consider what he said and what he's
done.

Inflation is down since 1980. But not be-
cause of the supply-side miracle promised
by the President. Inflation was reduced the
old-fashioned way, with a recession, the
worst since 1932. More than 55,000 bank-
ruptcies. Two years of massive unemploy-
ment. Two-hundred-thousand farmers and
ranchers forced off the land. More homeless
than at any time since the Great Depres-
sion. More hungry, more poor—mostly
women—and a nearly $200 billion deficit
threatening our future,

The President’s deficit is a direct and dra-
matic repudiation of his promise to balance
our budget by 1983.

That deficit is the largest in the history of
this universe; more than three times larger
than the deficit in President Carter's last
year.

It is a deficit that, according to the Presi-
dent’s own fiscal advisor, could grow as high
as $300 billion a year, stretching “as far as
the eye can see.”

It is a debt so large that as much as one-
half of our revenue from the income tax
goes to pay the interest on it each year.

MORTGAGE ON CHILDREN'S FUTURE

It is a mortgage on our children’s futures
that can only be paid in pain and that could
eventually bring this nation to its knees.

Don't take my word for it—I'm a Demo-
crat.

Ask the Republican investment bankers
on Wall Street what they think the chances
are this recovery will be permanent. If
they're not too embarrassed to tell you the
truth, they'll say they are appalled and
frightened by the President's deficit. Ask
them what they think of our economy, now
that it has been driven by the distorted
value of the dollar back to its colonial condi-
tion, exporting agricultural products and
importing manufactured ones.
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Ask those Republican investment bankers
what they expect the interest rate to be a
year from now. And ask them what they
predict for the inflation rate then.

iguw important is this question of the defi-
C]

Think about it: What chance would the
Republican candidate have had in 1980 if he
had told the American people that he in-
tended to pay for his so-called economic re-
covery with bankrupteles, unemployment
and the largest Government debt known to
humankind? Would American voters have
signed the loan certificate for him on Elec-
tion Day? Of course not! It was an election
won with smoke and mirrors, with illusions,
It is a recovery made of the same stuff,

And what about foreign policy?

They said they would make us and the
whole world safer. They say they have.

By creating the largest defense budget in
history, one even they now admit is exces-
sive * * * to discuss peace with our enemies.
By the loss of 279 young Americans in Leba-
non in pursuit of a plan and a policy no one
can find or describe.

We give monies to Latin American govern-
ments that murder nuns, and then lie about
it.

‘We have been less than zealous in our sup-
port of the only real friend we have in the
Middle East, the one democracy there, our
flesh and blood ally, the state of Israel.

Our policy drifts with no real direction,
other than an hysterical commitment to an
arms race that leads nowhere, if we're
lucky. If we're not—could lead us to bank-
ruptey or war,

Of course we must have a strong defense!

Of course Democrats believe that there
are times when we must stand and fight.
And we have, Thousands of us have paid for
freedom with our lives. But always, when
we've been at our best, our purposes were
clear,

OUR ALLIES ARE CONFUSED

Now they're not. Now our allies are as
confused as our enemies.

Now we have no real commitment to our
friends or our ideals to human rights, to the
refusenicks, to Sakharov, to Bishop Tutu
and the other struggling for freedom in
South Africa.

We have spent more than we can afford.
We have pounded our chest and made bold
speeches. But we lost 279 young Americans
in Lebanon and we are forced to live behind
sand bags in Washington.

How can anyone believe that we
stronger, safer or better?

That's the Republican record.

That its disastrous quality is not more
fully understood by the American people is
attributable, I think, to the President’s ami-
ability and the failure by some to separate
the salesman from the product.

MAKE THE CASE TO AMERICA

It's now up to us to make the case to
America.

And to remind Americans that if they are
not happy with all the President has done
so far, they should consider how much
worse it will be if he is left to his radical
proclivities for another four years unre-
strained by the need once again to come
before the American people.

If July brings back Anne Gorsuch Bur-
ford, what can we expect of December?

Where would another four years take us?

How much larger will the deficit be?

How much deeper the cuts in programs
for the struggling middle class and the poor
to limit that deficit? How high the interest

are
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rates? How much more acid rain killing our
forests and fouling our lakes?

What kind of Supreme Court? What kind
of court and country will be fashioned by
the man who believes in having government
mandate people’s religon and morality?

The man who believes that trees pollute
the environment, that the laws against dis-
crimination go too far. The man who threat-
ens Social Security and Medicaid and help
for the disabled.

How high will we pile the missiles?

How much deeper will be the gulf between
us and our enemies?

Will we make meaner the spirit of our
people?

This election will measure the record of
the past four years. But more than that, it
will answer the question of what kind of
people we want to be.

We Democrats still have a dream. We still
believe in this nation’s future,

A CREDO FOR THE DEMOCRATS

And this is our answer—our credo:

We believe in only the government we
nﬁ, but we insist on all the government we
need.

We believe in a government characterized
by fairness and reasonableness, a reason-
ableness that goes beyond labels, that
doesn't distort or promise to do what it
knows it can't do.

A government stong enough to use the
words “love” and “compassion” and smart
enough to convert our noblest aspirations
inm LI A

We believe in encouraging the talented,
but we believe that while survival of the fit-
test may be a good working description of
the process of evolution, a government of
humans should elevate itself to a higher
order, one which fills the gaps left by
chance or a wisdom we don't understand.

We would rather have laws written by the
patron of this great city, the man called the
“world's most sincere Democrat,” St. Fran-
cis of Assisi, than laws written by Darwin.

We believe, as Democrats, that a society
as blessed as ours, the most affluent democ-
racy in the world’'s history, that can spend
trillions on instruments of destruction,
ought to be able to help the middle class in
its struggle, ought to be able to find work
for all who can do it, room at the table,
shelter for the homeless, care for the elder-
1y and infirm, hope for the destitute.

PEACE IS BETTER THAN WAR

We proclaim as loudly as we can the utter
insanity of nuclear proliferation and the
need for a nuclear freeze, if only to affirm
the simple truth that peace is better than
war because life is better than death.

We believe in firm but fair law and order,
in the union movement, in privacy for
people, openness by government, civil
rights, and human rights.

We believe in a single fundamental idea
that describes better than most texbooks
and any speech what a proper government
should be. The idea of family. Mutuality.
The sharing of benefits and burdens for the
good of all. Feeling one another’s pain.
Sharing one another's blessings. Reason-
ably, honestly, fairly, without respect to
race, or sex, or geography or political affili-
ation.

We believe we must be the family of
America, recognizing that at the heart of
the matter we are bound one to another,
that the problems of a retired school teach-
er in Duluth are our problems. That the
future of the child in Buffalo is our future.
The struggle of a disabled man in Boston to
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survive, to live decently in our struggle. The
hunger of a woman in Little Rock, our
hunger. The failure anywhere to provide
what reasonably we might, to avoid pain, is
our failure.

For 50 years we Democrats created a
better future for our childern, using tradi-
tional democratic principles as a fixed
beacon, giving us direction and purpose, but
constantly innovating, adapting to new re-
alities; Roosevelt's alphabet programs; Tru-
man's NATO and the GI Bill of Rights;
EKennedy’s intelligent tax incentives and the
Alliance For Progress; Jonhson's civil rights;
Carter's human rights and the nearly mirac-
ulous Camp David peace accord.

Democrats did it,—and Democrats can do
it again.

We can build a future that deals with our
deficit.

Remember, 50 years of progress never cost
us what the last four years of stagnation
have. We can deal with that deficit intelli-
gently, by shared sacrifice, with all parts of
the nation’'s family contributing, building
partnerships with the private sector, provid-
ing a sound defense without depriving our-
selves of what we need to feed our children
and care for our people.

We can have a future that provides for all
the young of the present by marrying
common sense and compassion.

We know we can, because we did it for
nearly 50 years before 1980.

WE CAN DO IT AGAIN

We can do it again. If we do not forget.
Forget that this entire nation has profited
by these progressive principles. That they
helped lift up generations to the middle
class and higher: gave us a chance to work,
to go to college, to raise a family, to own a
house, to be secure in our old age and,
before that, to reach heights that our own
parents would not have dared dream of.

That struggle to live with dignity is the
real story of the shining city. It's a story I
didn't read in a book, or learn in a class-
room. I saw it, and lived it. Like many of
you.

I watched a small man with thick calluses
on both hands work 15 and 16 hours a day. I
saw him once literally bleed from the bot-
toms of his feet, a man who came here un-
educated, alone, unable to speak the lan-
guage, who taught me all I needed to know
about faith and hard work by the simple
eloquence of his example. I learned about
our kind of democracy from my father. I
learned about our obligation to each other
from him and from my mother. They asked
only for a chance to work and to make the
world better for their children and to be
protected in those moments when they
would not be able to protect themselves.
'z:‘hhjs nation and its government did that for

em.

And that they were able to build a family
and live in dignity and see one of their chil-
dren go from behind their little grocery
store on the other side of the tracks in
south Jamaica where he was born, to occupy
the highest seat in the greatest state of the
greatest nation in the only world we know,
is an ineffably beautiful tribute to the
democratic process.

And on Jan. 20, 1985, it will happen again.
Only on a much grander scale. We will have
a new President of the United States, a
Democrat born not to the blood of kings but
to the blood of immigrants and pioneers.

We will have America’s first woman Vice
President, the child of immigrants, a New
Yorker, opening with one magnificent
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stroke a whole new frontier for the United
States.

It will happen, if we make it happen.

I ask you, ladies and gentlemen, brothers
and sisters,—for the good of all of us, for
the love of this great nation, for the family
of America, for the love of God. Please
make this nation remember how futures are
built.e

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina [Mr.
BrirT] is recognized for 5 minutes.
® Mr. BRITT. Mr. Speaker, I missed
the vote taken on a motion to suspend
the rules and pass H.R. 4280, the Re-
tirement Equity Act of 1984, on May
22, 1984. Had I been present, I would
have voted “yea’ as a strong supporter
of this much-needed pension reform.e

GOURMET FOODS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. pE LA Garzal
is recognized for 5 minutes.
® Mr. pE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker,
that flamboyant entrepreneur of cui-
sine, Mrs. Julia Child, once exclaimed
“I'm a red meat eater! I feel I need red
meat to keep my blood circulating, my
color good, and my energy up.”

Because red meat is rich in iron and
protein, I agree with Mrs. Child and
want to bring to the attention of my
House colleagues the following article
which appeared in the January 1984
edition of Reader’s Digest.

The article helps lay to rest the du-
bious assertion that meat is not really
necessary in a good diet—the myth put
forward by some folks who prefer
bean sprouts to T-bone steaks. Mr.
Speaker, people can eat whatever they
want and whatever they feel is right
for them—but as the article states,
Americans are getting a bum steer
about beef from a nutritional and
health aspect. I, for one, will not give
up my mesquite charcoal grilled beef!
Following is the complete text of this
fine article:

In “A Tramp Abroad” Mark Twain wrote
of a homesick American traveler in Europe:
“Imagine an angel suddenly swooping down
and setting before him a mighty porter-
house steak an inch-and-a-half thick, hot
and sputtering from the griddle; dusted
with fragrant pepper; enriched with melting
bits of butter; the precious juices of the
meat trickling out and joining the gravy.”

Few of us require such a description to
whet our appetites for “the most royal of
meats.” Beef has long been king on millions
of our outdoor grills, its tantalizing sizzle
over rosy charcoal sending an unforgettable
scent into the summer air. And can anyone
come up with a more "“noble” sight than a
standing rib carved at the table, its pink
slices falling succulently upon the platter?

Not surprisingly, Americans consume 77.2
pounds of beef per capita each year—some
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18 billion pounds in all.! Every day a single
famous fast-food chain grills ten million
hamburgers, America's favorite sandwich.

Despite this popularity, a number of re-
spected nutritionists have placed beef on
their hit list, claiming that Americans con-
sume too much animal fat, which may be a
cause of cancer and heart disease. Perhaps
the best-known of these critics is Tufts Uni-
versity president Jean Mayer, member of
numerous national and world committees on
nutrition. He points out that many cuts of
beef are high in fat—predominantly saturat-
ed fat. Mayer also notes that fat is high in
calories and that both saturated fat and die-
tary cholesterol tend to raise the level of
blood cholesterol. A number of prominent
scientists agree.

But Rodney L. Preston, a nutrition profes-
sor at Texas Tech University, raises an im-
portant point. Because a high blood-choles-
terol level is a risk factor in the develop-
ment of coronary vascular disease, he says,
some have concluded that foods containing
cholesterol should be avoided. This conclu-
sion ignores the fact that the normal
human body needs cholesterol—about 1000
milligrams each day—and that the differ-
ence between the amount required and the
amount consumed will be produced by the
body itself. In any event, a three-ounce serv-
ing of beef contains just 75 mgs. of choles-
terol. In fact, the average daily U.S. diet, in-
cluding eggs, milk and meat, contains only
300 to 550 mgs. of cholesterol.

George M. Briggs, professor of nutrition
at the University of California at Berkeley,
former president of the American Institute
of Nutrition and a member of the research
team that discovered vitamin B-12, points
out that three ounces of lean beef have no
more cholesterol than three ounces of
chicken. In a normal 2400-calorie diet for an
adult male, he says, those three ounces of
lean beef supply only 8 percent of calorie
needs, but 45 percent of the recommended
daily allowance of protein, 79 percent of vi-
tamin B-12, 38 percent of zinc, 26 perent of
iron, 19 percent of niacin.

What fueled the animal-fat controversy
anyway? In 1977, concerned over the high
level of heart and other killer diseases, the
Senate Select Committee on Nutrition and
Human Needs recommended that our daily
caloric intake should comprise 12 percent
protein, 30 percent fat (it was then about 40
percent) and 58 percent carbohydrates. The
committee’s report also warned that eating
too many fats, especially saturated fats—
from meats, egg yolks, butter and lard—
could cause cancer, heart disease, high
blood pressure and other serious illnesses. A
1980 government publication, in more gener-
al terms, encouraged moderate consumption
of foods high in fat and cholesterol. In 1982,
a 13-member scientific committee, spon-
sored by the National Academy of Sciences’
National Research Council, released its own
report, “Diet, Nutrition and Cancer.” It sug-
gested that Americans might reduce the risk
of breast and colon cancers by lowering
their daily intake of fat from 40 to 30 per-
cent of the total calories in the diet.

But another group of scientists, reviewing
the 1982 report for the Council for Agricul-
tural Science and Technology, felt that
there was not enough evidence to infer that
the American diet was unsafe with respect

' For contrast Japan's per capita consumption of
beef is only 8 pounds a year, while in Argentina,
the per-capita figure is 146 pounds—almost double
the U.8. consumption.
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to cancer risks. They noted that “a nutri-
tionally adequate diet must include as much
fresh meat relative to other foods as Ameri-
cans are consuming now.”

One of those critical scientists, Dr. Joseph
J. Vitale, professor of pathology and direc-
tor of Nutrition Education Programs at
Boston University School of Medicine,
stated simply: “There is no evidence to sug-
gest that lowering one's fat intake from 40
to 30 percent of the total calories will have
any effect on cancer rates.”

As for heart disease, Alfred Harper,
former chairman of the National Academy
of Sciences’ Food and Nutrition Board, writ-
ing in the April 1983 issue of the American
Journal of Clinical Nutrition, maintained
that those people who are susceptible to
coronary heart disease should be identified
for comprehensive treatment instead of
changing the diet of the general population.
And after questioning more than a million
Americans, the American Cancer Society
stated, “A preliminary study of dietary fac-
tors showed no higher rates of coronary
heart disease and stroke in people who ate a
high-fat diet than in those who did not.”

Actually, only 36 percent of the fat in the
U.S. food supply comes from beef, pork,
poultry and fish, while 42 percent comes
from vegetable sources, such as oils, short-
ening and margarine. There is reason to be-
lieve that by substituting vegetable fats and
oils for beef fat in our diets, we could be
doing ourselves more harm than good.
Recent research on animals suggests that
high amounts of polyunsaturates may sup-
press the body’s natural immune responses,
possibly increasing the risk of cancer.

Dr. Richard J. Jones, secretary of the
American Medical Association’s Council on
Scientific Affairs, commenting on vegetable
oils in our diets, says, “They have been
shown in some studies on experimental ani-
mals to be more potent promoters of known
carcinogens than are animal fats.”

Where modern lean beef itself is con-
cerned, these nutritional facts alone should
be heeded:

Fact: Beef is highly nutritious and digesti-
ble—more so even than vegetables, Beef's
healthful ingredients are 96 percent digest-
ed, and its many nutrients almost complete-
1y used by the body.

Fact: Three ounces of lean beef contain
less fat than is assumed—about nine grams.
And only about 48 percent of the fat is satu-
rated.

Fact: Red meat is a leading source of iron;
one three-ounce serving of beef supplies 26
percent of the recommended daily allow-
ance for an adult male. And this is “heme
iron,” a type that is three to five times more
easily absorbed by the body. Heme iron also
has a booster effect on iron in other foods
eaten with the meat. (Much of the iron in
spinach, for instance, is not available unless
eaten in combination with another food.)

Fact: Three ounces of lean roast beef con-
tain 169 calories; the same amount of lean
chicken without skin has 174 (dark) and 147
(light); broiled salmon steak has 167.

How much beef should we eat? Nutrition-
ists generally advise that a daily diet should
include two three-ounce servings from the
meat-poultry-fish-beans group, which in-
cludes beef, veal, lamb, pork, poultry, fish,
shellfish, dry beans, eggs, seeds, nuts and
peanut butter. Although you don't need to
eat beef to get a full complement of protein,
vitamins and minerals, red meat unquestion-
ably offers important, high-quality nutri-
ents in a relatively low-calorie package that
is tasty and satisfying. Variety, of course, is
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also important in diet, since each food in
the four food groups—including also the
fruit-vegetable, bread-cereal and milk-
cheese groups—offers its own unigque pat-
tern of essential nutrients.

By showing us how to use this variety in a
common-sense manner, Julia Child has
become America's leading lady of food. Be-
tween takes of her new TV show “Dinner at
Julia's” the star was asked what her favor-
ite entrée was. “Beef!” she exclaimed. “I'm a
red-meat eater. I feel I need red meat to
keep my blood circulating, my color good
and my energy up.”

Most Americans would agree.@

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

a previous order of the House, the gen-
tlewoman from Colorado [Mrs.
ScHROEDER] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.
@ Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, 1
was absent the evening of June 27.
Had I been present, I would have
voted as follows:

Rollecall, No. 249; “No.”

Rollcall, No. 250; “Yes.”

Rollcall, No. 251; “Yes.”

Rollcall, No. 252; “No.”

Rolleall, No. 253; “Yes.”

Rollecall, No. 254; “Yes.”

Rollcall, No. 255; “Yes."®

THE MEGACORPORATE WORLD
OF RONALD REAGAN

(Mr. WEISS asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks at
this point in the Recorp and to in-
clude extraneous matter.)

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, following
are the remarks of Ralph Nader at the
National Press Club, Washington, DC,
on June 6, 1984:

THE MEGACORPORATE WORLD OF RONALD

REAGAN

Many years ago when some of our Na-
tion's political leaders were wise, Thomas
Jefferson said that the purpose of repre-
sentative government was to curb “the ex-
cesses of the monied interests.” Many dec-
ades later, in 1936, Franklin D. Roosevelt,
one of the last Presidents to hold corpora-
tions accountable for the state of the econo-
my, promised that while “the malefactors of
great wealth” had met their match in the
previous four years, they would meet their
master in the following four years.

Ronald Reagan thinks and acts to the con-
trary. During Mr. Reagan’s first term, the
malefactors of great wealth, now described
as big business or multinational corpora-
tions, have regularly met their obedient
servant in the White House. And the power
of “the monied interests” has become ever
more focused on turning representative gov-
ernment into a versatile accounts receivable
for too many mismanaged, speculating, neg-
ligent, avaricious, unsafe or downright
criminal companies. This Reagan-corporat-
ist revolution, whereby business regulates
government in pursuit of private profit at
the expense of the legitimate interests of
Americans as taxpayers, consumers and citi-
zens, has little to do with being conserva-
tive. It has everything to do with building a
government of the Exxons, by the General
Motors and for the DuPonts.
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So systematic, recurrent and widespread
are these retrograde policies against basic,
Historic American values, as shall be noted
shortly, that political commentators have
wondered aloud how Mr. Reagan can still be
50 much in the running for re-election. The
implication in their observations is proper:
Presidents should be judged for what they
do, not for what they say, or what they say
they do. These commentators still expect a
framework of accountability around the
White House that includes the departments
and agencies of the executive branch direct-
ed largely by Presidential appointees or
schedule C personnel.

“The teflon President,”—one of those very
apt descriptions by Democrats that ironical-
ly serves mainly to encourage their discour-
agement about November—has a strategy
for irresponsible power that invites closer
scrutiny.

Rule one is never get openly involved in
the details. He who rises by details falls by
details could be his motto. Stay abstract,
preferably using heroic phrases of reassur-
ance and national pride.

Rule two is amiability—especially in “aw
shucks"” demeanor with lots of even-toned
voice, pendant smiles and head shrugs. Re-
member Reagan in China. When asked by
American reporters what he thought of
Peking censoring his remarks on Chinese
television, he replied with a slight smile:
“You fellows do it all the time.” Imagine
how Nixon would have been treated had he
tried that one.

Rule three is to insulate the President
from impromptu media exposure, Have your
aides even joke about it, as Lyn Nofziger did
on the campaign trail in 1980 when he told
reporters “I've got Ronnie under house
arrest from you guys.”

Rule four is to induce condescension. If
people think they are so much smarter than
you, then they don't expect much and they
forgive more,

Rule five is to create a banality of wrong-
doing, of cruelty, of hypocrisy, of selling the
country short. Banality avoids the constant
search for novelty by media and helps op-
posing politicans throw up their hands in
despair. Any president whose administra-
tion can incite the response of the jaded—
“s0 what else is new"—is already almost out
of the woods. Banality is nourished by fre-
quency, & numbing frequency of abuses
whose very quantity depreciate their pro-
vocative impact.

Rule six is to seize the semantics and
make the symbols into one’s own political
ideology.

Rule seven is to be blessed by an opposi-
tion party that has largely surrendered the
basic contention of politics—namely that of
challenging the mal-distribution of power
between the haves and have nots. The for-
mula which used to win again and again for
the Democrats—that they were the party of
the people and the Republicans were the
party of the rich—is no longer used in these
times of massive campaign finance beggary
and the giant corporate lock on an economy
increasingly within their prerogative to
transfer operations overseas or close down
plant by plant. People see this overlap by
the two parties in currying the favor of
business interests. Deprived of distinct polit-
ical choice, citizens begin to doubt the credi-
bility of the out of office party when it
claims it will be different. The candidates,
who can convince that there will be a differ-
ence on concrete policy after concrete
policy, will move people's minds.
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The radical regime of Ronald Reagan does
provide a background against which there
indeed can be significant choices affecting
the perceived needs and rights of citizens.
Here are some of the directions pursued by
the Reagan-big business axis:

1. The concentration of power within gov-
ernment and business has increased in both
political and economic manifestations. The
corporate merger movement, given the
green light by Reagan, is moving from rabid
to frenzied. Nine of the ten largest mergers
in U.S. history have occurred under the per-
missive reign of Reagan. It is difficult to
know what limits Reagan would put on
mergers, most of which promise no greater
efficiencies, no economies of scale, no
market discipline of bad management (sans
golden parachutes) and no new jobs. His
former Justice Department antitrust chief,
William Baxter said: “there is nothing writ-
ten in the sky that says the world would not
be a perfectly satisfactory place if there
were only 100 companies, provided each had
one percent of every product and service
market.” Nothing written in the sky, but
there is much written in the anti-monopoly
laws, their legislative history and judicial
decisions that would give pause to such a
concentrated political economy. Corporate
bigness makes its demands on small business
and the consumer in prices, in political ma-
nipulation and in being too big to fail with-
out a bailout. And the loss of the family
farm in the tens of thousands each year to
agribusiness and banks receives no attention
from this former rural Illinois native who
extolls this way of life when he wants votes
and then forgets after the election.

Over at the Federal Communications
Commission, with Mr. Reagan's full sup-
port, his appointees want to eliminate the
few viewer's rights under the fairness and
equal time doctrines. They want to repeal T-
T7-7 limitation (7 AM, 7 FM and 7 TV) sta-
tions which can be under a single owner and
allow a vastly greater concentration of elee-
tronic media ownership.

There is greater concentration of power
from many agencies to one—the office of
management and budget—within the feder-
al government. OMB makes political judg-
ments, invites back door ex parte meetings
with business lobbyists, excludes the public
from its right to know and respond under
the administrative procedures act, and gen-
erally translates unilateral White House dic-
tates in violation of fair play, and by some
expert opinion, in violation of administra-
tive laws as well. The Reagan government
also keeps Americans out of its decision-
making processes by ending legal aid for
poorer petitioners before regulatory agen-
cies such as the Federal Trade Commission,
by using every technical objection to deny
citizens legal standing to challenge their
government and by giving early preferential
notice of proposals to their industrial and
commercial friends. If there is any company
on the fortune 100 list that objects to these
anti-democratic powerplays, it has kept a
very low visibility.

2. There is a wholesale repudiation of the
historic role of American governments to
protect or expand the public’s health and
safety. Health and safety laws go unen-
forced or underenforced below even laggard
levels of the past. The food and drug admin-
istration's enforcement level is down, so are
the enforcement actions against dirty meat
and pouliry plants and violators of motor
vehicle regulations. The enforcement record
at OSHA—the job safety agency—is a dis-
grace made worse by Reaganite reductions
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in real inspections and redrawing of what
constitutes sanctionable violations. Since
taking office, Reagan has not issued a single
new worker health standard to limit any
chemical or gas, though dozens in January
1981 were nearly ready to be issued to
reduce cancer, emphysema, and other dis-
eases in the workplace that claim about
100,000 American lives a year. Only one
motor vehicle standard has emerged—that
dealing with rear mounted lights on auto-
mobiles, while several critical lifesavers
were revoked or shunted aside. The list can
go on and on to demonstrate that Mr,
Reagan has very little interest in saving
American lives when that objective incon-
veniences the wishes of his corporate mas-
ters.

With the stroke of Transportation Secre-
tary Drew Lewis' pen, a lifesaving, crash
protection standard was illegally repealed
(according to a 9-0 decision by the U.S. Su-
Jpreme Court) and thousands of Americans
are now dying or being seriously injured
every year in frontal collisions by their non-
crashworthy cars. Mr. Reagan campaigned
against this humane and economical engi-
neering system right along with General
Motors which pressed upon him this Maca-
bre position. The same pattern recurs in one
industry after another. What do the pesti-
cide companies want? Just follow the
Reagan trail of waivers and exceptions for
dangerous pesticides, the absence of regula-
tory action against suspected farm chemi-
cals, the virtual cessation of testing foods
for pesticide residues and the reduction of
research for non-toxic ways of controlling
pests.

The sordid behavior of Reagan’'s environ-
mental protection agency in bowing to cor-
porate polluters on demand has been report-
ed many times. But Mr. Reagan’s responsi-
bility needs to be made clearer, EPA chief,
Ann Gorsuch, did the President’s bidding. It
was the Reagan White House that stopped
the new EPA Chief, William Ruckelshaus,
from doing anything to reduce the sources
of acid rain. It is Mr. Reagan and the corpo-
rate polluters who oppose overdue imple-
mentation of stricter safety standards for
America’s drinking water—now so contami-
nated with heavy metals and cancer-causing
chemicals. The corporate polluters want the
air and water pollution laws severely weak-
ened. Many polls conclude that the over-
whelming majority of people want them
strengthened. Ronald Reagan joins with his
corporate patrons on these issues as well.
Even in the field of toxic waste dumps, scar-
ring and poisoning the America that he pro-
fesses to revere, Mr, Reagan exerts no lead-
ership. For the great communicator, there is
no time for compassionate recognition of
victims of corporate abuses, corporate
cancer and other forms of industrial vio-
lence. It is as if there needed to be proof
that the contamination of America’s air and
water were the products of an international
Communist conspiracy before Mr. Reagan
would leap into action. Alas, for those sick
or dying under Reagan—the real king of the
special interests, as a Washington Post
headline put it—there is no such relief
ahead.

But Mr. Reagan's insensitivity seems at
times to go beyond taking orders from busi-
ness. It reaches to unchartable realms of in-
difference and irresponsibility that congeal
to form a type of intellectual incontinence.
Some may call his hard line determination
against law and order for corporations and
his softness on corporate crime to be totally
the result of an ideologically indentured
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mind perfectly attuned to his political cre-
ators—the multimillionaires of the southern
California kitchen cabinet who, like a sure
winner horse, selected, groomed, trained
and financed him for Sacramento and final-
1y for Washington. It is all that but more.

How else can anyone explain why Mr.
Reagan would so mistreat the most vulnera-
ble in our society when he could so easily
defend their right to live in health, safety,
and dignity? Infants and children surely
cannot be expected “to vote with their
feet,” Mr. Reagan. Yet, in 1981, he pushed
to drop requirements that gasoline refiners
reduce the amount of lead in gasoline. Too
many little children in this country already
have the devastating symptoms of lead poi-
soning for more lead violence to be allowed
in their bodies. What of asbestos in thou-
sands of school buildings? Despite visible
protests from concerned parents, Mr.
Reagan and Mr. Stockman refused to ask
Congress to appropriate any money to help
seal or remove exposed asbestos surfaces
spinning off deadly microscopic particles
into those young lungs. This commander in
chief, who has never met a weapons system
he didn’t like, wanted to abolish the Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission—a tiny
agency with a major mission of protecting
children from household and other product
hazards. With an annual budget less than
two hours of Pentagon expenditures the
CPSC did not fit within Mr, Reagan's defini-
tion of defense in depth. Fortunately Con-
gress disagreed so just the budget was cut.
There is more. After mothers of brain dam-
aged infants lobbied through Congress a bill
to have the food and drug administration
establish quality control standards for com-
mercial infant formula, Mr. Reagan’s White
House delayed the issuance of these regula-
tions for eighteen months. Without press
exposure, the delay may have been longer.
Because of the lack of care and compassion
so characteristic of this administration
three million additional cans of deficient
formula were so0ld to unsuspecting parents.

Two years ago, health officials at the
Food and Drug Administration wanted to
require aspirin makers to place a label on
their product warning about Reye's Syn-
drome, a disease causing convulsions and
sometimes death in some children who take
aspirin when they have chicken pox or the
flu. The White House’s OMB intervened on
behalf of aspirin manufacturers and blocked
both the move and a half million copies of
pamphlets cautioning parents which were to
be distributed through supermarkets. Again
there was wide publicity of this intra-gov-
ernment struggle but Mr, Reagan let the as-
pirin industry prevail.

It was said about Woodrow Wilson that he
disliked individuals but loved humanity.
The reverse seems to apply to Mr. Reagan
with the qualification that individuals are
those who are his friends or politically
useful symbols during photo opportunities.
He brought back, with calculated media ex-
posure, two Korean children who needed
operations. Would that he wield his great
powers as President on behalf of America's
infants and children instead of reducing
special nutrition programs for pregnant
women who are poor and their newly born.

He must know by now that consistently
polls are showing sizable majorities of
people dislike his policies though they think
he is a nice fellow. As long as that anomaly
continues, he has little incentive to sensitize
himself by meeting with active victim
groups such as the disabled, whom he could
help. He has little incentive to ask his
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speech writers for genuine declarations of
his compassionate recognition of their
plight and determination to alleviate pain
and prevent further trauma and disease.

Recently & young pediatrician took a long
unpaid leave of absence from his California
practice to crusade for a reinstatement of
the crash protection standard (commonly
called the airbag rule). He has received
some mass media coverage of his efforts, He
held a well prepared vigil of physicians at
Lafayette Park one Saturday afternoon and
delivered a “visual letter” on video tape to
the President. The White House, I subse-
quently learned, did not even bother to do
the routine thing and forward it to the Sec-
retary of Transportation. The doctor won-
dered why he and his fellow physicians
could not see the President on a matter that
public health specialists have called the
single most effective domestic life saving de-
cision that the Administration is in a posi-
tion to make this year and perhaps for
many years. I could have told the physician,
recalling the list of past visitors to the
President, that he did not qualify for a
meeting since he had not won a boxing
championship, performed a decisive slam-
dunk or won an Emmy.

Mr. Reagan is consistent with his pitiless
deregulatory generalities. Had Congress not
stopped him, he would have abolished many
crucial health and safety requirements im-
posed on the heavily tax-supported nursing
home industry. Instead of firmer enforce-
ment efforts and more adequate standards,
he was content to leave defenseless the
more than one million elderly in nursing
homes.

3. So extreme is the President’s corpora-
tism that he is finding more genuine con-
servative groups taking sharp issue with his
policies. In a little reported evolution that
may change the future complexion of Amer-
ican politics, organizations who call them-
selves conservative populists are teaming up
with their progressive counterparts to
oppose corporate bailouts. Last year this co-
alition defeated the breeder reactor boon-
doggle—a high Reagan priority. In 1981 it
nearly defeated the legislation regarding
the Alaska gas pipeline that would coerce
consumers into paying for the pipeline even
if they did not receive any natural gas be-
cause the project was not completed. The
synfuel industry's welfare project is under
similar pressure, though its predicted mis-
management and awful economics appear to
be self-dismantling. This new coalition put
up a strong fight against the Reaganite bail-
out of the big U.S. banks that made such
imprudent loans at skyhigh interest rates to
foreign countries. Reagan, who spent years
lecturing around the country for General
Electric on the virtues of sink or swim free
enterprise, has become the most prominent
advocate of big business bailouts in Ameri-
can history. If this all goes against his philo-
sophic grain, it demonstrates the contrary
power of giant business over his govern-
ment. His formerly strong belief in states
rights is surrendered when companies want
his backing for a weaker federal law replac-
ing the adaptable common law in the fifty
states that gives people injured by danger-
ous products rights to sue and recover com-
penstion from manufacturers. It is surren-
dered when the banks demand that his
agencies preempt stronger state regulations
designed to protect depositors and borrow-
ers. It is surrendered again when the nucle-
ar industry wants him to strip state and
local governments of their police power over
the transportation of radioactive materials
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throughout their communities. Corporatiz-
ing the ex-conservative Ronald Reagan is a
routine matter these days, even when Wall
Street's economic and tax policy demands
result in placing main street, with its small
businesses, at a comparative disadvantage.

The simplest of international decencies
are rejected by the Reagan administration
in obeisance to the multinationals. Mr.
Carter’s executive order, issued to restrain
the export from this country of hazardous
products illegal for domestic sale but not for
export (e.g. certain drugs, pesticides) or to
stop outright illegal exports, was revoked
early in this Republican administration.
And now with Mr. Reagan’'s knowledge and
support, a clutch of global corporations,
state and commerce department officials
and this government’s UN mission is work-
ing to stop the United Nation’s draft guide-
lines on consumer protection. These princi-
ples of consumer safety and economic
rights, the freedom to form consumer asso-
ciations and the like are drawn heavily from
U.S. law and practice. They are just princi-
ples, having no force of authority but meant
to have a moral impact on many countries
and companies. Suggesting that the world
has something to learn from U.S. consumer
protection achievements over the past cen-
tury is apparently too provocative for the
corporate statists in the Reagan camp. They
seem unmindful of the disasters that have
occurred in Third World countries, not a
few generated by western corporations
taking advantage of the absence of indige-
nous consumer safeguards.,

Such unmindfulness has become a habit.
The Reagan government is the only
member of the United Nations to vote
against a UN resolution seeking to deter the
kind of dumping of hazardous materials as
occurred with the export of tris-treated (a
carcinogen) children's pajamas from the
U.S. All our allies voted the other way. The
World Health Organization, with just one
dissent, that of Ronald Reagan, approved a
code for better marketing practices for
infant formula promotion. This code was
stimulated by the death of millions of Third
World babies during the seventies linked to
over-promotion of infant formula through
scare techniques and other deceptions in
conjunction with unsanitary village water
sources. This tragedy has been reported in
the context of the Nestle boycott that was
recently settled with international chil-
dren’s defense groups.

5. Every President has a unique mission of
trust imposed upon him by certain conserva-
tion laws, some of them enacted by Republi-
can-dominated Congresses and Presidents
early in this century. I refer to the Federal
lands onshore and offshore with those glori-
ous wildernesses and natural resources for
present and future generations of Ameri-
cans to enjoy and preserve. These lands
comprise one-third of our Nation from the
pristine wilds of Alaska to the Barren de-
serts of Arizona (a prime solar energy region
someday). Does Mr. Reagan use his commu-
nications skills to graphically etch in the
minds of more Americans the grandeur and
permanence of his public trust? No, al-
though he no longer talks about his support
of the sagebrushers who want the States to
have these lands on their way to private
ownership and exploitation. Instead, he
launched, through his agent James Watt,
the biggest giveaway program to corpora-
tions in modern American history. The
Reagan-Watt team wanted to lease billions
of acres of offshore lands so fast that the oil
company beneficiaries-to-be has to say
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“Whoa, we can't absorb that rapid a trans-
fer.” So they settled for merely massive
leaseholds on public lands whose oil and gas
potential the Government could not inde-
pendently verify. In a glutted market of de-
clining prices, Reagan-Watt proposed to
lease as much coal in fifteen months as
eleven administrations have done in the 63
years since the Government began to lease
its coal-bearing lands. These men knew that
the coal and oil companies were sitting on
existing Federal coal leases without produc-
ing any coal. What these companies want is
not to produce but to control huge reserves
of the people’s resources at giveaway prices
obtained in a depressed market. Reagan was
all too eager to deliver, until organized civic
oppositon retired Watt and cooled off an
election-sensitive President.

One would at the very least expect Mr.
Reagan to want to give taxpayers (that ma-
jority of the taxpayers who will pay more in
total taxes in 1984 than in 1980) value for
what they paid Government contractors to
develop. Not at all, By presidential directive,
agencies are urged to turn over to compa-
nies exclusive patent rights to Government-
financed discoveries to the fullest extent
permissible. This is one of many areas of
corporate privilege to which the Reaganites
neglect to apply their cost-benefit formula.
But then how can a formula so often rigged
to cater to corporations be applied against
them?

6. The curtain around Reagan's corporate
state is one of intense secrecy whose func-
tion of excluding the public's participation
and monitoring is nourished by a rising base
of zero data., This is an administration that
does not want to know what corporations
do; it has stopped collecting much data
about the large oil companies. It has
stopped collecting data about line of busi-
ness reporting by conglomerates. Referring
to across-the-board cuts in Federal statisti-
cal gathering services, university of Chicago
Dean William Kruskal wrote: “When a
vessel is in stormy seas, it is foolhardy to cut
corners on radar, navigational equipment,
good maps, and ample, well-trained crews.”
Coupled with not wanting to know, the Gov-
ernment has defined as trade secrets what-
ever information supplied the Government
that companies want withheld from the
public. The price of Government reports
and pamphlets has skyrocketed to levels
reachable only by the affluent or desperate.
Look at the Government Printing Office’s
price list and you will see pamphlets of only
a few pages selling for over $2 each. Price
hikes have driven the number of publica-
tions requested from the Government's con-
sumer information center in fiscal 1984 to
half of what they were in fiscal 1982. Many
publications, such as the popular car book
have been discontinued. Citizens wanting to
be placed on mailing lists of the FCC or the
ICC for agency press releases are referred to
private contractors who will sell you this
service. The principle of the broadest possi-
ble distribution of information about what
the Government is doing and deciding has
been destroyed. The pretext is that the user
should pay and as printing volume declines
the prices go up in a vicious circle of exclu-
sion. The Government pays almost $100 mil-
lion a year for marching bands. (twice as
much as the cost of administering the Free-
dom of Information Act) and there are no
viewer fees charged there.

To top off Reagan’s darkness at noon, the
basic research and development which ele-
vates awareness of hazards to be averted
and opportunities to be developed have been




July 24, 1984

severely weakened due to industry demands.
Thus, the experimental safety vehicle pro-
gram and the fuel economy research pro-
gram have been closed down. Sharply re-
duced are research undertakings in energy
conservation, cancer prevention, drug
safety, toxic chemicals and consumer prod-
uct safety. Such inquiries could lead to
stronger future safety standards—a prospect
companies usually like to cut off at the pass.
What is so deplorable about Mr. Reagan is
that his supine relations with business
brings out the worst in eorporate behavior.
Executives see that they do not have to do
safety research or be concerned about com-
pliance with laws that are not about to be
enforced. General Motors' chairman, Roger
Smith, disbanded the company's crack air
bag technology development section unit in
April 1981 after learning that Transporta-
tion Secretary Drew Lewis was going to
scrap the automatic crash protection regula-
tion. Companies that stretch to advance the
cause of safety, as have State Farm and All-
state, receive no plaudits, no medals, no en-
couragement from the man in the White
House. If anything, these firms think they
may be inviting resentment for their efforts.

All in all, the Reagan Government is the
consummate promoter of the rich and pow-
erful when the latter are arrayed against
the interests of the rest of America. We
must not forget that it is not just Reagan
who occupies that eminent political office.
It is the network of collegial business inter-
ests who have learned so well that the es-
sence of privilege in America's marketplace
today requires control over the Govern-
ment's powers and its public wealth. Subsi-
dies, monopolistic licenses, protectionism,
selective enforcement, lucrative contracts,
loan guarantees, bailouts, and the free re-
sults of expensive research and development
are among the dispensations of modern
uncle sugar in Washington, D.C. Together
these goodies make a bustling bazaar of cor-
porate welfare and largess that requires
nurturing and enlargement. Toward this ob-
jective it helps to have your own business
agent in the White House. It helps to have
someone who does not raise the expectation
levels among Americans.

Americans have every right to expect
some solutions to their everyday afflictions,
some value for their everyday tax dollars
and some voice for their everyday concerns,
Some remedies for their everyday injustices,
and some civic mechanism for building their
futures.

Citizenship—its empowerment and wide-
spread excercise is a prerequisite for a
sound, democratic society. Leadership that
empowers more people, that reduces the
severe concentration of power and informa-
tion, and that lifts a nation into missions of
accomplishment which will increase justice,
happiness and opportunity—that is the
leadership for citizens, involving themselves
in a national political campaign, to demand.
And so too should the media rise to its
higher responsibilities in reporting the
White House and not mimeographing its
rhetoric.

Our history has demonstrated that the
well-being of society springs from the
growth of daily, active citizenship that pro-
vides an enabling environment for good
leaders to come forth. Put in today’s terms,
citizens in our country need to spend more
time being citizens. That is the real bottom
line.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission
to address the House, following the
legislative program and any special
orders heretofore entered, was granted
to:

(The following Member (at the re-
quest of Mr. MArRTIN of New York) to
revise and extend his remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:)

Mr. WALKER, for 60 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. GonNzaLEz) to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:)

Mr. AnnunzIio, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PANETTA, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. WirTH, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. MonTcoMERY, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. GonzaLEz, for 60 minutes, today.

Mr. StraTTON, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BritT, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. pE 1A Garza, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mrs. SCHROEDER,
today.

for 5 minutes,

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission
to revise and extend remarks was
granted to:

Mr. WEeiss, and to include extrane-
ous matter notwithstanding the fact
that it exceeds two pages of the Con-
GRESSIONAL RECORD and is estimated by
the Public Printer to cost $1,455.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. MarTIN of New York) and
to include extraneous matter:)

. McKERNAN.

. PHILIP M. CRANE.

. WorTLEY in two instances.
IDT.

. PORTER.

. MICcHEL in two instances.

. SNOWE.

. GEKAS.

. Rubpp.

. GILMAN.

. HYDE.

Mr. MiurLEr of Ohio in two instances.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. GonzaLEz) and to include
extraneous matter:)

Mr. MAZZOLI.

Mr. LEaman of Florida.

Mr. BREAUX.

Mr. ANNUNZIO.

. LanTos in four instances.

. DE LA GARza in 10 instances.
. HamrLToNw in three instances.
. Mooby.

. DiNGELL in two instances.

. YATRON.

. OBEY.

. OTTINGER.

. Evans of Illinois.

. Won Par.

. SaM B. HALL, JR.

. RAHALL.

Mrs. SCHROEDER.

Mrs. COLLINS.

Mr. FLORIO.
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Mr. DYSON.
Mr. OBERSTAR.
Mr. WEISsS.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o'clock and 11 minutes
p.m.) the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, July 25, 1984, at
10 a.m.)

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows:

3781. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. Act 5-175, “Parentage and Sup-
port Proceedings Reform Act of 1984", and
Report, pursuant to Public Law 93-198, sec-
tion 602(c), to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

3782. A letter from the Secretary of Edu-
cation, transmitting final regulations for
the Regional Education Laboratories and
Research and Development Centers Pro-
gram scheduled for publication in the Fed-
eral Register, pursuant to GEPA, section
431(d)(1) (88 Stat. 567, 90 Stat. 2231; 95
Stat. 453); to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

3783. A letter from the Secretary of
Transportation, transmitting a copy of a
proposed Federal motor vehicle safety
standard for occupant crash protection, pur-
suant to Public Law 89-563, section 125(c)
(88 Stat. 1482); to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

3784. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary of State for Legislative and Inter-
governmental Affairs, transmitting notifica-
tion of a proposed license for the export of
major defense equipment sold commercially
under a contract in the amount of
$14,000,000 or more (Transmittal No. MC-
24-84), pursuant to AECA, section 36(c) (80
Stat. 743; 94 Stat. 3136; 95 Stat. 1520); to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

3785. A letter from the Assistant Secre-
tary of State for Legislative and Intergov-
ernmental Affairs, transmitting a copy of
the original report of political contributions
for Leon Jerome Weil, Ambassador-desig-
nate to the Kingdom of Nepal, pursuant to
Public Law 96-465, section 304(b)(2): to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

3786. A letter from the Secretary of the
Interior, transmitting a notification of leas-
ing systems for the Diapir Field, sale 87,
scheduled to be held in August, 1984, pursu-
ant to the Act of August 7, 1953, chapter
345, section B8(a)}8) (92 Stat. 640); to the
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

3787. A letter from the Director, Adminis-
trative Office of the U.S. Courts, transmit-
ting a draft of proposed legislation to pro-
vide for the emergency appointment of
bankruptey judges; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLU-
TIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports
of committees were delivered to the
Clerk for printing and reference to the
proper calendar, as follows:

Mr. HUGHES: Committee on the Judici-
ary. H.R. 5616. A bill to amend chapter 47 of
title 18 of the United States Code to provide
penalties for fraud and related activities in
counection with access devices and comput-
ers, and for other purposes;, with an amend-
ment (Rept. No. 98-894). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. DINGELL: Committee on Energy and
Commerce. H.R. 5818, A bill to amend the
Federal Hazardous Substances Act to apply
the notice and repair, replacement, and
refund provisions of that act to defective
toys and other articles intended for use by
children. (Rept. No. 98-895). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. ALBOSTA: Committee on Post Office
and Civil Service. H.R. 5917. A bill to amend
the Ethics in Government Act of 1978 to
provide for programs designed to inform
Federal employees of applicable standards
of conduct, to improve the administration of
ethics programs in the Federal Government,
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 98-896,
Pt. I). Ordered to be printed.

Mr. WHEAT: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 550. Resolution providing for the
consideration of H.R. 11, a bill to extend
through fiscal year 1989 the authorization
of appropriations for certain education pro-
grams, and for other purposes. (Rept. No.
98-897). Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. BEILENSON: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 5561. Resolution waiving
certain points of order against H.R. 5973, a
bill making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Interior and related agencies for
the fiscal year ending September 30, 1985,
and for other purposes. (Rept. No. 98-898).
Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. MOAKLEY: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 552. Resolution providing
for the consideration of H.R. 3953, a bill to
amend the Panama Canal Act of 1979 in
order that outside-the-locks claims for ves-
sels damaged may be resolved in the same
manner as those damaged inside the locks,
and for other purposes. (Rept. No. 98-899).
Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. MOAKLEY: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 553. Resolution providing
for the consideration of H.R. 5220, a bill to
protect the national defense shipyards of
the United States, and for other purposes.
(Rept. No. 98-900). Referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. CONYERS: Committee on the Judici-
ary. HR. 5872, A bill to amend title 18 of
the United States Code with respect to cer-
tain bribery and related offenses; with
amendments (Rept. No. 98-901). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. CONYERS: Committee on the Judici-
ary. H.R. 5526. A bill to amend title 18 of
the United States Code with respect to
escape from custody resulting from civil
commitment; with an amendment (Rept.
No. 98-902). Referred to the Committee of
the While House on the State of the Union.

Mr. DINGELL: Committee on Energy and
Commerce. HR. 5946. A bill to reform the
Residential Conservation Service and to
repeal the Commercial and Apartment Con-
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servaton Service; with an amendment (Rept.
No. 98-903). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the Union.

SUBSEQUENT ACTION ON A BILL
INITIALLY REFERRED UNDER
TIME LIMITATION

Under clause 5 of rule X, the follow-
ing action was taken by the Speaker:

Consideration of H.R. 5640 by the Com-
mittee on Public Works and Transportation
extended for an additional period ending
not later than July 27, 1984.

PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 5 of rule X and clause
4 of rule XXII, public bills and resolu-
tions were introduced and severally re-
ferred as follows:

By Mr. DYMALLY (for himself and
Mr. BLILEY):

H.R. 6007. A bill to establish certain pro-
cedures regarding the judicial service of re-
tired judges of District of Columbia courts,
and for other purposes; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. DELLUMS (for himself, Mr.
FaunTROY, Mr. Gray, and Mr. SEgI-
BERLING) (by request):

H.R. 6008. A bill to increase the rate of
compensation of citizen members of the Na-
tional Capital Planning Commission from
$100 per day to the daily equivalent of the
rate established for positions at level V of
the Executive Schedule; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. APPLEGATE (by request):

H.R. 6009. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to improve veterans' benefits
for former prisoners of wars, to the Com-
mittee on Veterans' Affairs.

By Mr. ARCHER:

H.R. 6010. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to establish a limit on the re-
tirement pay and annuities for retired Fed-
eral civilian and military personnel which is
based on the rate of pay payable for those
in active service; jointly, to the Committees
on Armed Services and Post Office and Civil
Service.

H.R. 6011. A bill to establish a commission
to review Federal retirement systems; joint-
ly, to the Committees on Armed Services
and Post Office and Civil Service.

By Mr. CONYERS:

H.R. 6012. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, with respect to sentencing, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. MITCHELL:

H.R. 6013. A bill to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act; to the Committee on Small Busi-
ness.

By Mr. MURPHY (for himself, Mr.
Simvon, Mr. WriLLriams of Montana,
and Mr. Bracer):

H.R. 6014. A bill to amend the Education
of the Handicapped Act to authorize the
award of reasonable attorneys’ fees to cer-
tain prevailing parties, and to clarify the
effect of the Education of the Handicapped
Act of rights, procedures, and remedies
under other laws relating to the prohibition
of discrimination; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

By Mr. OTTINGER:

H.R. 6015. A bill to abolish the National
Advisory Committee on Oceans and Atmos-
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phere; to the Committee on Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.
By Mr. PAUL:

H.R. 6016. A bill to amend the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 to permit par-
ticipating communities to exempt certain
property from land use and control meas-
ures, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Finance and Urban Af-
fairs.

By Mr. DASCHLE:

H.R. 6017. A bill to allow the city of Aber-
deen, SD, to retain easements in certain
lands after the abandonment of certain rail-
road rights-of-way by the Chicago & North-
western Transportation Co.; to the Commit-
tee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

By Mr. MAZZOLI:

H.J. Res, 627, Joint resolution designating
the week of October 7-13, 1984, as “National
Cheeseburger Week'; to the Committee on
Post Office and Civil Service.

By Mr. PERKINS:

H. Res. 554. Resolution providing for the
consideration of the Senate amendment to
H.R. 1310; considered and postponed until
July 25, 1984.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memo-
rials were presented and referred as
follows:

438. By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the
House of Representatives of the State of
Louisiana, relative to the concept of “High
Frontier" technology; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

439. Also, memorial of the legislature of
the State of California, relative to persons
with disabilities; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

440. Also, memorial of the legislature of
the State of California relative to POW/
MIA Recognition Day; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

441. Also, memorial of the legislature of
the State of Louisiana, relative to the par-
ticipation of the Soviet Union in the 1984
Olympic games; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

442, Also, memorial of the legislature of
the State of California, relative to designat-
ing the Los Angeles Memorial Coliseum a
national historic landmark; to the Commit-
tee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

443. Also, memorial of the senate of the
State of Michigan, relative to creating addi-
tional wilderness areas in Michigan’s upper
peninsula; to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs.

444. Also, memorial of the legislature of
the State of California, relative to hazard-
ous waste incineration; to the Committee on
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

445. Also, memorial of the legislature of
the State of Louisiana, relative to the con-
struction of an interstate highway between
Denver, CO, Oklahoma City, OK, and New
Orleans, LA; to the Committee on Public
Works and Transportation.

446. Also, memorial of the legislature of
the State of California, relative to the Cal-
Vet farm and home loan program; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

447, Also, memorial of the legislature of
the State of California, relative to Social Se-
curity, to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

448. Also, memorial of the legislature of
the State of California, relative to the tuna
industry; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.




July 24, 1984

449, Also, memorial of the legislature of
the State of Louisiana, relative to innova-
tive welfare reform programs; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

450. Also, memorial of the legislature of
the State of Texas, relative to the Federal
regulation of State and local pension sys-
tems; jointly, to the Committee on Educa-
tion and Labor and Ways of Means.

451. Also, memorial of the legislature of
the State of Texas, relative to the Public
Employee Retirement Income Security Act;
jointly, to the Committee on Education and
Labor and Ways and Means.

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII,

Mr. LIVINGSTON introduced a bill (H.R.
6018) for the relief of Ernst B. Coumou;
which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, spon-
sors were added to public bills and res-
olutions as follows:

H.R. 881: Mr. JENKINS.

H.R. 1200: Mr. HOWARD,

H.R. 1676: Mr. Boner of Tennessee, Mr.
Frippo, Mr. FasceLL, Mr. Jacoss, Mrs. JOHN-
sOoN, Mr. RoBinNsoN and Mr. WYLIE.

H.R. 1800: Mr. BENNETT, Mr. BEpELL, MT.
BiLirakis, Mr. Bosco, Mr. DArDEN, Mr.
GrecG, Mr. HorToN, Mr. Jones of Oklaho-
ma, Mr. WALKER, Mr. McCaIn, Mr. McCLos-
KEY, Mr. Mica, Mr. McKERNAN, Mr. MoLIN-
ARI, Mr. NicHoLs, Mr. RowLaNDp, Mr. RicH-
ARDSON, and Ms. SNOWE.

H.R. 1815: Mr. AKAKA.

H.R. 1937: Mr. HARTNETT.

H.R. 1952: Mr. BEREUTER, Mr. DyYMALLY,
and Mr. TORRICELLI.

H.R. 2053: Mr. BoucHER and Mr. PATTER-
SON.

H.R. 2116: Mr. LaFaLce, Mr. WE1ss, Mr.
CoOURTER, Mrs. KENNELLY, Mr. OrTIZ, Mr.
Moopy, Mr. Waxman, and Mr. WoLPE.

H.R. 2276: Mr. OWENS.

H.R. 2902: Mr. MonTcoMERY and Mr.
TAUKE.

H.R. 2996: Mr. MARrTINEZ, Mr. Mica, Mr.
CamPBELL, Mr. VoLEMER, Mr., RINALDO, MT.
McHucH, Mr. NELsoN, and Mr. JonNeEs of
North Carolina.

H.R. 3277: Mr. RANGEL.

H.R. 3361: Mr. JENKINS.

H.R. 3502: Mr. Lewis of Florida, Mr. Mica,
Mr. PENNY, Mr. MorrisoN of Washington,
and Mr. LAGOMARSINO.

H.R. 3750: Mr. VoLkMER ind Mr. OTTIN-
GER.

H.R. 4039: Mr, PATMAN.

H.R. 4078: Mr. OWENS.

H.R. 4272: Mr. AppaBpo, Mr. MRAZEK, and
Mr. HurTo.

H.R. 4273: Mr. Aopaseo, Mr. MRazZEK, Mr.
KosTMAYER, and Mr. HuTTo.

H.R. 4274: Mr. AppasBo, Mr. MRrAzZEK, Mr.
KosTMAYER, and Mr. HurTo.

H.R. 4356: Mr. COUGHLIN.

H.R. 4402: Mr. JEFFORDS.

H.R. 4440: Mr. GuaAriNi, Mr. Haves, Mrs.
KENNELLY, Mr. RATCHFORD, and Mr. WHEAT.

H.R. 4447: Mr. CoNTE.

H.R. 4459: Mr. KLECZEA.

H.R. 4549: Mr. DARDEN.

H.R. 4571: Mr. BEILENSON, Mr. CHANDLER,
Mr. CoNnYERS, Mr. LENT, and Mr. McHUGH.

H.R. 4617: Mr. VENTO.

H.R. 4629: Mr. IRELAND.
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H.R. 4760: Mr. FOGLIETTA.

H.R. 4877: Mr. GRAMM.

H.R. 4901: Mr, TORRICELLI.

H.R. 4966: Mr. DickiNsoN, Mr. KASICH,
and Mr. MURTHA.

H.R. 5015: Mr. Borsk1, Mr. DreIer of Cali-
fornia, and Mr, BRITT.

H.R. 5176: Mr. MircHELL, Mr. ROBERTS,
Mr. MRrAzZEK, Mr. Jones of North Carolina,
Mr. WiLrrams of Montana, Mr. NEAL, Mr.
CONYERS, Mr. SPRATT, Mr. WHITTAKER, Mr.
WHITLEY, Mr. STANGELAND, Mr. DERRICK, Mr.
WiLson, Mr. Forp of Tennessee, Mr. BRITT,
and Mr. BOUCHER.

H.R. 5232: Mr. CooPER, Mr. CROCKETT, Mr.
DascHLE, Mrs. SCHROEDER, Mr. Appasso, Mr.
MacKay, Mr. Younc of Alaska, Mr. ORTIZ,
and Mr. RICHARDSON.

H.R. 5305: Mr. KosTMAYER and Mr.
DORGAN.

H.R. 5310: Mr. EMERSON, Mr. Jacoss, Mr.
DANNEMEYER, Mr. PACKARD, Mr. MOORHEAD,
Mrs. Hawur of Indiana, Mr. PAaTMAN, Mr.
Cralg, and Mr. SWIFT.

H.R. 5381: Mr. McNuLTY, Mr. DixonN, Mr.
LaNTOS, Mr. McHuGH, Mr. LunNpINE, and Mr.
LenMaN of Florida.

H.R. 5386: Mr. Biaccr, Mr. MiINETA, Mr.
STRATTON, Mr. SEIBERLING, Mr. MAVROULES,
Mr. FraNE, and Mr. BILIRAKIS.

H.R. 5411: Mr. BaTeEs, Mr. LAGOMARSINO,
Mr. FRANKE, Mrs. Boxgr, Mr. VANDERGRIFF,
Mr. WEiss, Mr. FoGLIETTA, Mr. Won Par,
Mr. Rog, Mr. Haves, Mr. OrTtiz, and Mr.
RICHARDSON,

H.R. 5479: Mr. DURBIN.

H.R. 5529: Mr. CoLemaN of Missouri and

Mr. FRANKLIN.
H.R. 5569: Mr. Appaseo, Mrs. BURTON of
California, Mr. BRYANT, Mr. CORRADA, Mr.
Fazio, Mr. HarrisoN, Mr. Lowery of Cali-
fornia, Mr. PATTERSON, Mr. PORTER, Mr.
RowLAND, and Mr. SWIFT.

H.R. 5616: Mr. TORRICELLI.

H.R. 5621: Mr. WIRTH.

H.R. 5638: Mr. RosinsoN, Mr. MoNTGOM-
ERY, and Mr. DEWINE.

H.R. 5640: Mr. MacKAY, Mr. RANGEL, and
Mr. MRAZEK.

H.R. 5647: Mr. HorTOoN, Ms. OAKAR, and
Mr. CoNYERS.

H.R. 5649: Mr. ZscHAU.

H.R. 5656: Mr. TORRICELLI.

H.R. 5664: Mr. FRANK.

H.R. 5675: Mr. KLECZKA, Mr. SPRATT,
WaLGrREN, and Mr. WEAVER.

H.R. 5737: Mr. ALBOSTA.

H.R. 5754: Mr. BENNETT.

H.R. 5791: Mr. WHITTEN, Mr. OLIN,
Mr. TAYLOR.

H.R. 5838: Mr. MARTINEZ.

H.R. 5845: Mr. Anprews of Texas, Mr.
AvuCoIiN, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. CLINGER, MTr.
ConyYERS, Mr. Davis, Mr. DERRICK, Mr.
Grecc, Mr. Hansen of Utah, Mr. HILER, Mrs.
Hort, Mr. MacKEay, Mr. McKERNAN, MTr.
Mica, Mr. OrTIZ, Mr. PATTERSON, Mrs. RoU-
KEMA, Mr. RoBerT F. SMITH, Mr. SKELTON,
Mr. WirLiams of Montana, Mr. WiNnN, Mr.
Youne of Florida, and Mr. ZscHAU.

H.R. 5920: Mr. STaNGELAND, Mr. OWENS,
Mr. SimonN, Mr. SoLarRz, Mr. DARDEN, Mrs.
Boxer, Mr. McHuGH, Mr. MARTINEZ, and Mr.
F1sH.

H.R. 5937: Mr. SimoN, Mr. WYDEN, Mr.
Levine of California, Mr. HorroN, Mr.
HucHes, Mr. Bates, and Mr. WiLLiams of
Montana.

H.R. 5940: Mr. FraNg, Mr. Fuqua, Mr.
Hype, Mr. EKinNpNess, Mr. HorTON, Mr.
DEWINE, Mr. YATRON, Mr. PORTER, Mr. FisH,
Mr. Lewis of Florida, and Mr., FRENZEL.

H.R. 5946: Mr. OtrIiNcER and Mr. DINGELL.

H.J. Res. 319: Mr. PATTERSON.

and
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H.J. Res. 469: Mr. ALBOSTA, Mr. BATES, Mr.
BEREUTER, Mr. FRANKLIN, Mr. HAMILTON,
Mr. KILpEE, Mr. LAGOMARSINO, Mr. NATCHER,
Mr. OweNs, Mr. PERKINS, Mr. PRITCHARD,
Mr. ST GERMAIN, Mr, SCHAEFER, Mr. SHELBY,
Mr. DENNY SMITH, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. SNYDER,
Mr. Swirr, Mr. VOLKMER, Mr. WypEN, and
Mr. Younc of Florida.

H.J. Res. 489: Mr. Gaypos, Mr. HANSEN of
Utah, Mr. STAGGERS, Mr. DARDEN, MTr.
McHuGH, Mr. VoLKMER, and Mr. LIviNG-
STON.

H.J. Res. 491: Mr. FoLEY, Mr, JENKINS, Mr.
MaTsul, Mr. Packarp, and Mr. Rupb.

H.J. Res. 499: Mr. KOSTMAYER, Mr. LuN-
GREN, Mr. YaTtes, Mr. Hurro, Mrs. BYRON,
Mr. DARDEN, Mr. HAMMERSCHMIDT, Mr. St
GERMAIN, Mr. Lewis of California, Mr.
HEFNER, Mr. CORCORAN, Mr. WEBER, Mr.
FLippo, Mrs. SCHNEIDER, Mr. GREGG, Mr.
Sywar, Mr. MarTiN of New York, Mr.
NeLsonN of Florida, Mr. StuMp, Mr. STRAT-
TON, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr.
Jones of North Carolina, and Mr. DANNE-
MEYER.

H.J. Res. 505: Mr. MRAZEK, Mr. RITTER,
Mr. Rosg, Mr. WiLsoN, and Mr. YATRON.

H.J. Res. 522: Mr. EMERsON and Mr.
HUNTER.

H.J. Res. 525: Mr. GRrREGG, Mr. Daus, Mr.
CoNYERS, and Mr. MAVROULES.

H.J. Res. 529: Mr. BETHUNE, Mr. EMERSON,
Mr. OLiN, and Mr. MOORE.

H.J. Res. 545: Mr. HuckABY, Mr. WRIGHT,
Mr. Suwnia, Mr. Levin of Michigan, Mr.
KoLTER, Mr. DE LA GARrza, Mr. NEaL, Mr.
McEwEN, Mr. KasicH, Mr. RoOEMER, Mr.
LEviTAS, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. MURTHA, Mr.
ConTE, Mr. Epwarps of Oklahoma, Mr.
QUILLEN, Mr. MorrisoN of Connecticut, Mr.
KOSTMAYER, Mr. MaTrsui, Mr. HAMMER-
SCHMIDT, Mr. Saso, Mr. GEKas, Mr. TAUKE,
Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. MooRE, Mr. TORRICELLI,
Mr. REGULA, Mr. PACcKARD, Mr. FrRoOST, Mr.
MarTIN of North Carolina, Mr. ALEXANDER,
Mr, ANDERSON, Mr. BapHAM, and Mr. HILER.

H.J. Res. 546. Mr. BENNETT, Mr. BOLAND,
Mr. RarpH M. Harn, Mr. HEFNER, Ms.
KapTUr, Mr. Kazen, Mr. KoGOVSEK, Mr.
Ropino, Mr. RoGERS, Mr, SWIFT, Mr. SYNAR,
Mr. TaLLoN, Mr. TORRICELLI, Mr., WATKINS,
Mr. HovyER, Mr. WiLLiams of Ohio, Mr. Ap-
PLEGATE, Mr. CooPER, Mr. ANDREWS of Texas,
Mr. WiINwN, Mr. Frrero, Mr. FoLEy, Mr.
Uparr, Mr. Price, Mr. ScHEUER, Mr. FisH,
Mr. EMERSON, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. BARNES, Mr.
VOLKMER, Mr. HARRISON, Mr. HAWKINS, Mr.
MAVROULES, Mr. MoLINARI, Mr. Lowry of
Washington, Mr. MoAKLEY, Mr. GRaAMM, Mr.
LunpiNg, Mr. HERTEL of Michigan, Mr. Ham-
MERSCHMIDT, Mr. JonEs of North Carolina,
Mr. KoLTER, Mr. TAUKE, Mr. HaLL of Ohio,
Mr. DwYErR of New Jersey, Mr. SMiTH of
Iowa, Mr. Howarp, Mrs. JOHNSON, Mr.
MURTHA, Mr. OLiN, Mr. MapicaN, Mr.
MINETA, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. GORE, Mr. SaMm
B. Hawn, Jr,, Mr. FowLER, Mr. Epwarps of
Alabama, Mr. HIGHTOWER, Mr. McCaIn, Mr.
MorrisoN of Washington, Mr. STARK, Mr.
STOKES, Mr. WHITTAKER, Mr. KOSTMAYER,
Mr. LeviNg of California, Mr. PERKINS, M.
Downey of New York, Mr. GEJDENSON, Mr.
Evans of Iowa, Mr, McCLOSKEY, Mr. JACOBS,
Mr. Kemp, Mr. STraTTON, and Mr. BROWN of
California.

H.J. Res. 547: Mr. RopiNo, Mr. Brown of
California, Mr. RoEg, and Mr. DwYER of New
Jersey.

H.J. Res. 560: Mr. CoNTE, Mr. MRAZEK, Mr.
ERDREICH, and Mr. PAUL.

H.J. Res. 578: Mr. AnprEws of Texas, Mr.
BapHAM, Mr. BARNARD, Mr. BARNES, Mr.
BATES, Mr. BERMAN, Mr, BEvILL, Mr. COELHO,
Mrs. CoLLins, Mr, CONYERS, Mr. CORRADA,
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Mr. CouGHLIN, Mr. CROCKETT, Mr. DAus, Mr.
DE LA Garza, Mr. DELLUMS, Mr. DEWINE, Mr.
Dixon, Mr. Dwyer of New Jersey, Mr.
EARLY, Mr. EpGar, Mr. Epwarps of Alabama,
Mr. EMERSON, Mr. FAUNTROY, Mr. Fazro, Mr.
FisH, Mr. Frorio, Mr. Forp of Michigan,
Mr. FRANK, Mr. GREEN, Mr. GUARINI, Mr.
HerrEL of Hawaii, Mr. HerTeL of Michigan,
Mr. HorToN, Mr. Howarp, Mr. HuGHES, Mr.
HYDE, Mr. Jacoss, Ms. KApTUR, Mr. KAsSICH,
Mr. KoLTER, Mr. LAFALCE, Mr. LAGOMARSINO,
Mr. LanTos, Mr. LELAND, Mr. LEviN of Michi-
gan, Mr, Lewis of California, Mr. LEwis of
Florida, Mr. Lowery of California, Mr.
MCcGRATH, Mr. MADIGAN, Mr. MARTIN of New
York, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. MINETA, Mr.
MiNisH, Mr. MoakLEY, Mr. NeaL, Mr.
O'BrienN, Mr. PErxins, Mr. Rancer, Mr.
RATCHFORD, Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. RINALDO,
Mr. RoBerTs, Mr. RoBinNsoN, Mr. Rog, Mr.
Rocers, Mr. Rowranp, Mr. SAwYER, Mr.
ScHAEFER, Mr. SHELBY, Mr. Sisisky, Mr.
SmitH of Florida, Mr. SoLarz, Mr. STOKES,
Mr. Suwnia, Mr. TorrICELLI, Mr. VANDER
JagT, Mr. WHITTAKER, Mr. Winn, Mr. WoLr,
Mr. WonN Pat, Mr. WoRTLEY, Mr. ANDERSON,
Mr. APPLEGATE, Mr. BEpELL, Mr. BOEHLERT,
Mr. BorLaNDp, Mrs. Boxgr, Mr. CORCORAN, Mr.
DanieL, Mr. DoNNELLY, Mr. Dowpy of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. HAMMERSCHMIDT, Mr. HARRISON,
Mr. HaTcHER, Mr. HiIGHTOWER, Mr. HOYER,
Mr. Hurro, Mr. Jones of North Carolina,
Mr. Kemp, and Mr. KOGOVSEK.

H.J. Res. 580: Mr. Brirt, Mr. FEIGHAN, Mr.
FRENZEL, Mr. RATCHFORD, Mr. STOKES, Mr.
HorToN, Mr. STENHOLM, Mr. LEviN of Michi-
gan, and Mr. Anprews of Texas.

H.J. Res, 587 Mr. VANDERGRIFF, Mr.
WEeBER, Mr. HEFNER, Mr. MARKEY, Mr.
HucHEs, Mr. Younc of Alaska, Mr. LeNT,
Mr. ANDERSON, Mr. DoNNELLY, Mr. MoOAK-
LEY, Mr. NELsoN of Florida, Mr. ROBINSON,
Mr. KEemp, Mr. FisH, Mr. CORCORAN, Mr.
SimoN, Mr. TaiLonN, Mr. Jones of North

Carolina, Mrs. HorLt, Mr. HARTNETT, MTr.

DanieL, Mr. BerMAN, Mr. CHAPPELL, Mr.
Boner of Tennessee, Mr. NEaL, Mr. BEVILL,
Mr. BARNARD, Mr. WALGREN, Mr. MARTIN of
New York, Mr. WirtH, Mr. LAFAaLCcE, Mr.
BATEMAN, Mr. RICHARDSON, and Mr. HuTTO.

H.J. Res. 591: Mr. Gorg, Mr. HORTON, Mr.
NeLson of Florida, Mr. FRANKLIN, Mr. Fi1sH,
Mr. REGuLA, Mr. HarcHER, Mr. KI1LDEE, Mr.
THoMAS of Georgia, Mr. CORCORAN, ' Mr.
Dowpy of Mississippi, Mr. Rowranp, Mr.
VoLEMER, Mr. BARNARD, Mr. Forp of Michi-
gan, Mr. OLiN, Mr. YaTes, Mr. MazzoL1, Mr.
RoBiNsoN, Mr. SAWYER, Mr. CArg, Mr. Mav-
ROULES, Mr. MrAzEg, Mr. KOLTER, Mr. DE LA
GARZA, Mr. MINETA, Mr. CrLINGER, and Mr.
NATCHER.

H.J. Res. 592: Mr. ConyYErs and Mr.
WoLPE.

H.J. Res. 595: Mr. ARCHER, Mr. BERMAN,
Mr. BorLaNp, Mr. Britr, Mr. CoNYERS, MTr.
DEWInE, Mr. Dwyer of New Jersey, Mr.
Fazio, Mr. FisH, Mr. FLor:o, Mr. GORE, Mr.
GREEN, Mr. Hansen of Idaho, Mr. HORTON,
Mr. HucHEs, Mr. Hypg, Mr. KasicH, Mr. La-
GOMARSINO, Mr. LeviN of Michigan, Mr.
McNuLtYy, Mr. O'BriEN, Mr. OwWENS, Mr.
RICHARDSON, Mr. Roe, Mr. SiMoN, Mr.
SmitH of New Jersey, Mr. SoLarz, Mr. WaL-
GREN, Mr. Weiss, and Mr, WoLr.

H. Con. Res. 58: Mr, BATES.

H. Con. Res. 251: Mr. OWENS, Mr. PATTER-
soN, and Mr. WALGREN.

H. Con. Res. 271: Mr. HorToN, Mr. GREGG,
Mr. HerreL of Hawaii, Mrs. CoLLINS, Mr.
FisH, Mr. Smaw, Mrs. VucawovicH, Mr.
CHAPPELL, Mr. HurTo, and Mr. ROBINSON.

H. Con. Res. 305: Mr. PorTER, Mrs.
MAaRTIN of Illinois, Mr. DEWINE, Mr. LANTOS,
and Mr. PATTERSON.
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H. Con. Res. 312: Mr, ScHAEFER, Mr. NEAL,
Mr. ARCHER, and Mr. MRAZEK,

H. Con. Res. 315: Mr, BATEMAN, Mr. FEI-
GHAN, Mr, JEFFORDS, and Mr. LUNGREN.

H. Con. Res. 324: Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr.
McHuvuGH, Mr. RICHARDSON, Ms, KAPTUR, and
Mr. WiLL1aMs oF MONTANA.

H. Res. 518: Mr. Parris and Mr. MARRI-
OTT.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, peti-
tions and papers were laid on the
Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

397. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the
council of the County of Hawaii, Hilo, HI,
relative to losses and damages suffered by
native Hawaiians; to the Committee on Inte-
rior and Insular Affairs.

398. Also, petition of the Third Congress
of the Federated States of Micronesia, rela-
tive to the Compact of Free Association;
jointly, to the Committees on Foreign Af-
fairs and Interior and Insular Affairs.

AMENDMENTS

Under clause 6 of rule XXIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as
follows:

H.R. 3953

By Mr. CARNEY:

Amendment in the nature of a substitute.
—Strike out all after the enacting clause
and insert in lieu thereof the following:

That section 1401 of the Panama Canal
Act of 1979 (22 U.S.C. 3761) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a) by inserting immedi-
ately before the period the following: “,
other than claims arising by reason of the
presence of vessels in the Panama Canal, or
waters adjacent thereto”,;

(2) in subsection (b) by striking out “sub-
chapter” and inserting in lieu thereof
“chapter”;

(3) in subsection (c) by striking out “The
acceptance by the claimant of the award”
and inserting in lieu thereof “The award”;
and

(4) by amending subsection (d) to read as
follows:

“(d) No action for damages on claims cog-
nizable under this chapter shall lie against
the United States or the Commission, and
no such action shall lie against any officer
or employee of the United States. This sec-
tion shall not preclude actions against offi-
cers or employees of the United States for
injuries resulting from their acts outside the
scope of their employment or not in the line
of their duties, or from their acts committed
with the intent to injure the person or prop-
erty of another.”.

Sec. 2. (a) Subchapter II of chapter 4 of
title I of the Panama Canal Act of 1979 (22
U.S.C. 3771-3778), and the items relating to
such subchapter in the table of contents of
the Panama Canal Act of 1979, are repealed.

(b) Subchapter I of such chapter is
amended by striking out

“SUBCHAPTER | —GENERAL PROVISIONS'.

(c) The table of contents of the Panama
Canal Act of 1979 is amended in the items
relating to chapter 4 of Title I by striking
out

“SUBCHAPTER I—GENERAL PROVISIONS".

Sec. 3. Notwithstanding the amendments
made by this Act, the Panama Canal Com-
mission is authorized to adjust and pay, in
accordance with sections 1411 and 1412 of
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the Panama Canal Act of 1979, as in effect
before the enactment of this Act, any claim
for injuries filed with the Commission
before October 1, 1984, except that the
Commission may adjust and pay any such
claim for injuries outside the locks of the
Canal even if the amount of the claim ex-
ceeds $120,000. The provisions of section
1416 of the Panama Canal Act of 1979, as in
effect before the enactment of this Act,
shall apply to any claim for injuries which
the Commission is authorized under this
section to adjust and pay in accordance with
section 1411 of the Panama Canal Act of
1979.

H.R. 5220

By Mr. JONES of North Carolina:

(Amendment in the nature of a substi-
tute.)

—Strike all after the enacting clause and
insert in lieu the following:

“That this Act may be cited as the “Na-
tional Defense Shipbuilding Act of 1984".

Skc. 2. Section 601 of title VI of the Mer-
chant Marine Act, 1936 (46 App. U.S.C. 1171
et seq.) is amended by adding at the end the
following new subsection:

“(c) Notwithstanding the restrictions in
this section relating to United States con-
struction requirements and subject to
amounts provided in appropriations laws, an
operator may receive an operating differen-
tial subsidy under this title for a vessel con-
structed in a foreign shipyard if the capital-
ized cost to the owner of that vessel is not
more than the capitalized cost to that owner
of a vessel or vessels constructed by that
owner in the United States after January 1,
1984, that are eligible for operating differ-
ential subsidy.".

Sec. 3. Title VII of the Merchant Marine
Act, 1936 (46 App. U.S.C. 1191 et seq.) is
amended:

(1) in section 701, strike “under the provi-
sions of titles V and VI,” and substitute
“under titles V, VI, and XIV of this Act,"”;

(2) in section T03(b), strike “title V" and
substitute “title XIV"";

(3) in section T05, strike *, exclusively
serving the foreign trade of the United
States,”; and strike the words “and essen-
tial” in the first sentence;

(4) in section 713, insert “(a)" after “713."”
and at the end add the following new sub-
section:

“(b) The Secretary shall set the amount
charged for a charter of a vessel constructed
with amounts under this title—

“(1) when there is foreign competition, at
an annual rate that enables the charterer to
operate the vessel competitively with for-
eign vessels; or

“(2) when there is not foreign competi-
tion, at an annual rate that is %sth of the
cost of the vessel to the United States Gov-
ernment (including interest), minus a de-
fense utility allowance determined by the
Secretary."”;

(5) in section T14—

(A) insert “(a)” after '“714.”;

(B) strike the first parenthetical phrase;

(C) strike “under title V and VI” and sub-
stitute “under titles V, VI, and XIV"'; and

(D) strike the second paragraph and sub-
stitute the following:

“(bX1) A vessel constructed under this
title only may operate on a voyage—

“(A) in the foreign commerce of the
United States;

“(B) in foreign to foreign commerce;

“(C) round-the-world;
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“(D) from the Pacific coast of the United
States to a port in Europe that includes in-
tercoastal ports of the United States; or

“(E) from the Atlantic coast of the United
States to a port in the Orient that includes
intercoastal ports of the United States.

(2) If the charter vessel is operated in
the domestic commerce on any voyage al-
lowed under paragraph (1) of this subsec-
tion, the charterer shall pay annually to the
Secretary, interest and ‘s of the difference
between the domestic and foreign cost of
that vessel, multiplied by the proportion
that the gross revenue derived from the do-
mestic voyage bears to the gross revenue de-
rived from the voyages completed during
the previous year.

“(e) If a vessel constructed under this title
is sold, the price must be competitive with
the price of comparable foreign-built ves-
sels.”; and

(6) by repealing section 716

Sec. 4. The Merchant Marine Act, 1936 (46
App. U.S.C. 1101 et seq.) iz amended by
adding at the end the following new title:

“TITLE XIV
“SEC. 1401, SHIPYARD REQUIREMENTS

“A shipyard is qualified to receive a ship-
yard incentive payment under this title if
the shipyard—

“(1) is capable of constructing in the
United States—

“(A) seagoing vessels of not less than 450
feet in length over all, that meet the re-
quirements of the Secretary of Transporta-
tion; and

“(B) simultaneously, at least 3 vessels of
the type for which payment application is
made; and

“(2) has been designated by rule by the
Secretary of Transportation, in consultation
with the Secretary of the Navy, as one of
the shipyards to which an incentive pay-
ment would be in the national interest in

order to maintain a sufficient shipyard mo-
bilization base.

“SEC. 1402. VESSEL DESIGN

“(a) On application of a shipyard propos-
ing to build a vessel, the Secretary of Trans-
portation, in consultation with the Secre-
tary of the Navy, shall—

“(1) review the vessel design; and

“(2) publish in the Federal Register the
general characteristics of the vessel and a
request for other shipyards to submit,
within a reasonable time, applications for
building a similar vessel.

“(b) The final vessel design proposal must
be submitted to the Secretary of Transpor-
tation for approval, in consultation with the
Secretary of the Navy, tc insure it meets the
national defense requirements of the United
States.

“(¢) After a proposal is selzcted under sec-
tion 1403 of this Act, changes in the vessel
design made by the shipbuilder or person
contracting to purchase the vessel resulting
in increased costs must be submitted to the
Secretary of Transportation for approval
before those additional costs may be includ-
ed in the incentive payment under this title.

“¢d) For vessel material and components,
the Secretary may not prohibit the use of
foreign built components or assemblies or
materials used in the components or assem-
blies except—

“(1) for major components of the hull and
superstructure, and materials used in the
construction of the hull and superstructure;
or

“(2) when the Secretary determines, by
rule, that the national interest requires the
use of identified United States built compo-
nents or assemblies and that this use will
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not adversely affect the competitive posi-
tion of United States shipbuilders.
“SEC. 1403. CONSTRUCTION PROPOSALS

“The Secretary of Transportation—

“(1) shall require that proposals submit-
ted under section 1402 of this Act include
both the base cost of construction and
profit (in dollars) for the construction of
the vessel approved under section 1402(b) of
this Act;

“(2) shall review the proposal by each bid-
ding shipyard;

“(3) shall reject bids considered collusive;

“(4) may select from among the bidders
the lowest qualified proposal; and

“(5) may reopen bids if construction is not
contracted for within 6 months of approval.

SEC. 1404. SHIPYARD INCENTIVE PAYMENTS

“(a) The Secretary of Transportation may
pay an amount equal to 50 percent of the
bid amount to a shipyard qualified to re-
ceive a shipyard incentive payment under
this title for the construction of a vessel ap-
proved by the Secretary under this title.
The Secretary shall pay this amount in full
when the construction contract is signed.
“SEC. 1405. FINANCIAL INCENTIVES AND PENAL-

TIES

“(a) If the final amount expended by the
shipyard is less than the base cost provided
in the approved bid—

“(1) the shipyard may retain 50 percent of
the difference between those amounts;

“(2)(A) the person, if any, contracting to
purchase the vessel, shall receive 30 percent
of that difference; or

“(B) if there is not a person contracting to
purchase the vessel, the shipyard shall re-
ceive an additional 30 percent of that differ-
ence; and

*“(3) the Secretary of Transportation shall
receive 20 percent of that difference, which
shall be credited to the defense shipyard ac-
count.

“(b) The Secretary shall pay 20 percent of
the first 10 percent of the final amount ex-
pended by the shipyard that is more than
the base cost in the approved bid.

“(¢) If the final amount expended by the
shipyard is more than 10 percent above the
base cost provided in the approved bid, the
shipyard is responsible for the amount
above the 10 percent increase.

“SEC. 1406. RESTRICTIONS ON COMMERCE

“(a) A vessel constructed in a shipyard
with the aid of a shipyard incentive pay-
ment under this title only may operate on a
voyage—

“(1) in the foreign commerce of the
United States;

“(2) in foreign to foreign commerce;

“{3) round-the-world;

“(4) from the Pacific coast of the United
States to a port in Europe that includes in-
tercoastal ports of the United States; or

“(b) from the Atlantic coast of the United
States to a port in the Orient that includes
intercoastal ports of the United States.

“(b) If the vessel constructed with the aid
of a shipyard incentive payment under this
title is operated in the domestic commerce
on any voyage allowed under subsection (a)
of this section, the owner shall pay annually
to the Secretary, interest and %s of the dif-
ference between the cost of the vessel to the
owner and the cost of the vessel if an incen-
tive payment was not made to the shipyard,
under this title, multiplied by the propor-
tion that the gross revenue derived from the
domestic voyage bears to the gross revenue
derived from the voyages completed during
the previous year.
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“SEC. 1407. SHIPYARD INCENTIVE PAYMENT AC-
COUNT

“The shipyard incentive payment account
is an account in the Treasury of the United
States used by the Secretary of Transporta-
tion for the payment for the construction of
vessels under this title and title VII of this
Act. The account is made up of amounts, in-
cluding interest—

“(1) appropriated to the account by law;

“(2) paid to the account under section
1405(a)(3) of this Act;

“(3) paid to the Secretary under sections
506, T14(bX(2), and 1406(b) of this Act; and

“(4) received for the charter or sale of ves-
sels under title VII of this Act.

“SEC. 1408. REGULATIONS

“The Secretary of Transportation shall
prescribe regulations to implement this title
not later than 180 days after the effective
date of this section.”.

Skc. 5. (a) In fiscal year 1985—

(1) $200,000,000 may be appropriated to
the shipyard incentive payment account for
the construction of vessels under titles VII
and XIV of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936
(46 App. U.S.C. 1101 et seq.);

(2) $50,000,000 may be appropriated for
the purchase of vessels under section 510 of
the Merchant Marine Act, 1936 (46 App.
U.8.C. 1160).

(b)(1) In fiscal year 1985, a person receiv-
ing money from a trade-in, or money from
the sale of a vessel traded-out, under section
510 of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936 (46
App. U.S.C. 1160) shall—

(A) use that money to construct vessels in
the United States; and

(B) contract for that construction within 3
months from the date of payment.

(2) When the vessels being acquired by
the Secretary of Transportation under sec-
tion 510 was constructed with the aid of a
construction differential subsidy and the
vessel constructed under paragraph (1) A)
of this subsection is to be operated in the
domestic commerce, then the Secretary
shall reduce the basis of the vessel being ac-
quired by the amount of the subsidy (in-
cluding interest).

H.R. 5345

By Mr. ACKERMAN:

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Protestant
Episcopal Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Southern Epis-
copal Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic Epis-
copal Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Reformed Epis-
copal Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Old Episcopal
Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Anglican Or-
thodox Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American Epis-
copal Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by North Ameri-
can Episcopal Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Free Protestant
Episcopal Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Russian
Church Outside of Russia.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American Car-
patho-Russian Orthodox Greek Catholic
Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Orthodox
Church in America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Orthodox
Church in America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Patriarchal
Parishes of the Russian Orthodox Church
in the U.S.A.
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(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Old Believ-
ers.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Greek Ortho-
?ox Archdiocese of North and South Amer-
ca.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Molokans.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Albanian Or-
thodox Church in America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Hellenic
Church of America.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bulgarian East-
ern Orthodox Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Romanian Or-
thodox Church of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Serbian
Orthodox Church in the U.S.A.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Macedoni-
an Orthodox Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Autocephalous
Slavonic Orthodox Catholic Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Byelorussian
Orthodox Church.

(Amendment to Mr,
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Finnish Ortho-
dox Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facllities by Estonian Or-
thodox Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Turkish Ortho-
dox Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by African Ortho-
dox Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Divine Life So-
clety.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Integral Yoga
Institute.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by True World
Order.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Holy Shankara-
charya Order.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by International
School of Yoga and Vedanta.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Yasodhara
Ashram Society.
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(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Siddha Yoga
Dham of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Shree Gurudev
Rudrananda Yoga Ashram.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Free Primitive
Church of Divine Communion (Dawn Horse
Fellowship).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Kripalu Yoga
Ashram,

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Subramuniya
Yoga Order.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Blue Mountain
Center of Meditation.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Divine Light
Mission.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by International
Society of Krishna Consciousness.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
awm to school facilities by S.A.1I. Founda-

on.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker'’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Sri Aurobindo’s
Followers.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Yogiraj Sect
(Swanandashram).

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of the
Living God.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Yoganta Medi-
tation Center.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Yogi Gupta As-
sociation.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Sri Chinmoy
Centers.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Krishnamurti
Foundation of America.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Temple of
Cosmic Religion (Keshavashram Interna-
tional Center).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by International
Babaji Kriya Yoga Sangam.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Damascus
Christian Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Latin-American
Council of the Pentecostal Church of God
of New York, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Assembly
of Christian Churches, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
with Signs Following.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Concilio Ola-
zaba de Inglesias Latino Americano.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Defenders
of the Faith.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by African Univer-
sal Church.

({Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Original
Pentecostal Church of God.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by True Fellow-
ship Pentecostal Church of God of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Alpha and
Omega Pentecostal Church of God of Amer-
ica, Inec.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Holy
Church of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Latter House of
the Lord for All People and the Church of
the Mountain, Apostolic Faith.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by True Grace Me-
morial House of Prayer.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United House
of Prayer for All People.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Mt. Sinai Holy
Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Universal
Christian Spiritual Faith and Churches for
All Nations.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The House of
God Which Is the Church of the Living
God, the Pillar and the Ground of Truth.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Missionaries of
the New Truth.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Calvary Grace
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Calvary Grace
Christian Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Mazdaznan
Movement.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Metropolitan
Community Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Brotherhood of
Peace and Tranquillity.
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(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Humanity Ben-
efactor Foundation.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by People's Insti-
tute of Applied Religion.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Ecumenical In-
stitute.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church for the
Fellowship of All People.

(Amendment to Mr,
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Free Church of
Berkeley.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of
‘What's Happening Now.

(Amendment to
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic Faith.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Association
Brotherhood of Christians.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Assemblies of
the Lord Jesus Christ, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr,
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Pentecostal As-
semblies of the World.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic
Church of Jesus Christ.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Jesus Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic Over-
coming Holy Church of God.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of Our
Lord Jesus Christ of the Apostolic Faith.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of the
Lord Jesus Christ of the Apostolic Faith.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bible Way
Church of Our Lord Jesus Christ World
Wide, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by New Bethel
Church of God in Christ.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment oftered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Pente-
costal Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by the Apostolic
Gospel Church of Jesus Christ.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by God's House of
Prayer for all Nations, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bethel Ministe-
rial Association.
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(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
in Christ.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
in Christ, Congregational.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic Faith.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Assemblies of
God.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Independ-
ent Assemblies of God, International.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
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access to school facilities by The Independ-

ent Assemblies of God.
(Amendment to Mr.

ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
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by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Full Gospel
Evangelical Association.

(Amendment to Mr, Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by International
Church of the Foursquare Gospel.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Filipino Assem-
blies of the First Born.,

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Open Bible
Standard Churches, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Calvary Pente-
costal Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Lamb of God
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Pentecostal
Church of God of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Pentecostal
Church of Zion.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Seventh Day
Pentecostal Church of the Living God.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Elim Mission-
ary Assemblies.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Gospel of
the Kingdom Churches Movement.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The General
Assembly and Church of the First Born.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Anchor Bay
Evangelistic Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Christian
Church of North America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Neverdies,

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic
Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bethel Temple.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Free Gospel
Church, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American
Indian Evangelical Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Funda-
mental Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by International
Deliverance Churches.

({Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Full Gospel
Fellowship of Churches and Ministries
International.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Miracle Life
Revival, Inc.

Amendment to Mr, Bonker's amendment.)
—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of Uni-
versal Brotherhood.

({Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Eucharistic
Catholic Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Orthodox Epis-
copal Church of God.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Gay Syna-
gogues.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by People's
Church-Community of the Love of Christ.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Universal Life
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Crown of Life
Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Hilltop House
Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered

by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Life Science
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Omniune
Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Universal Free
Life Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic Chris-
tian Church of the United States and
Canada.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Assembly of
Christian Crusade.
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(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Fellowship of
Christian Men.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American
Catholic Church.

(Amendment to Mr, Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American
Catholic Church (Syro-Antiochean).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Polish National
Catholic Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facllities by Christ Catholic
Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Polish Catholic
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Polish Old
Catholic Church in America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Christ Or-
thodox Catholic Exarchate of Americas and
Eastern Hemisphere,

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Traditional
Christian Catholic Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American Or-
thodox Catholic Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by North Ameri-
can Old Roman Catholic Church.

(Amerdment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Archdiocese of
the Old Catholic Church in America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Old Catholic
Church in America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by orthodox Old
Roman Catholic Church, II.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Evangelical Or-
thodox Church in America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Old Roman
Catholic Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Old Roman
Catholic Church in the U.S.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Catholic Life
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Orthodox
Catholic Synod of the Syro-Chaldean Rite.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by North Ameri-
can Old Roman Catholic Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant & right of
access to school facilities by The Universal
Christian International Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Roman Catho-
lic Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Reformed
Catholic Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Universal
Christian Apostlic Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Renovated
Church of Christ.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Old
Catholic Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Way of the
Cross Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by House of the
Lord.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Fire Baptized
Holiness Church of God of the Americas.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church of
God in Christ, International.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Sought Out
Church of God in Christ.

{Amendment to Mr.
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Berean Funda-
mental Churches.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Evangelical
Ministers and Churches, International, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Interna-
tional Ministerial Federation, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church of
Christian Liberty.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Cathedral of
Tomorrow.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American Evan-
gelical Christian Churches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Moody
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Fellowship of
Independent Evangelical Churches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bethany Bible
Church and Related Independent Bible
Churches of the (Arizona) Area.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Associated
Gospel Churches.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Ohio Bible Fel-
lowship.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Independ-
ent Fundamentalist Bible Churches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Independent
Fundamental Churches of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Plymouth
Brethren (Exclusive: The Tunbridge Wells
Brethren).

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Plymouth
Brethren (Exclusive: Ex-Taylor Brethren).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Plymouth
Brethren (Exclusive: Taylor Brethren).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Plymouth
Brethren (Exclusive: Ames Brethren).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Plymouth
Brethren (Exclusive: Booth-Continental),

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Churches
of God in the British Isles and Overseas
(Needed Truth).

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Plymouth
Brethren (Open).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Unamended
Christadelphians.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Amended
Christadelphians.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by National Asso-
ciation of Free, Autonomous Christian
Churches.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Churches of
Christ (Non-Instrumental).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by North Ameri-
can Christian Convention.

(Amendment to Mr,
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Churches of
Christ (Non-Instrumental—Non-Sunday
School).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Churches of
Christ (Non-Instrumental—Conservative).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Churches of
Christ (Non-Instrumental—One Cup).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Churches of
Christ (Non-Instrumenal—Premilliennial).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
to school facilities by Churches of
Christ (Non-Instrumental—Liberal).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Churches
of Christ.
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(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Tioga River
Christian Conference.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christian Con-
gregation.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Christian
Church (Disciples of Christ).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Seventh-Day
Baptist General Conference.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Seventh-Day
Baptists (German).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Bonker's amend-

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by General Six-
Principle Baptists.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered

Bonker's amend-

by Mr. Bonker a new section
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by General Con-
ference of the Original Free Will Baptist
Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Free
Will Baptist Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Primitive
Baptist Conference of New Brunswick,
Maine and Nova Scotia.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Baptist General
Conference.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by General Asso-
ciation of General Baptists.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilitles by United Bap-
tists.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by National Asso-
ciation of Free Will Baptists.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Fundamental
Baptist Fellowship Assoclation.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Progressive Na-
tional Baptist Convention, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by National Bap-
tist Evangelical Life and Soul Saving Assem-
bly of the U.S.A.

(Amendment to Mr,
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by National Bap-
tist Convention of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by National Bap-
tist Convention of the U.8.A., Inc.

(Amendment to Mr, Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Alexandrians.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Klu Klux
Klan.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The American
Nazi Party.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by National Ren-
aissance Party.

{Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The 1 Per-
centers.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church of
God With Signs Following.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Original
Pentecostal Church of God.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of All
Nations.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Neo-American
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Native Ameri-
can Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of the
Awakening.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of the
Tree of Life.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Adamski
Group.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Mark-Age.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Brotherhood of
the Seven Rays.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Star Light Fel-
lowship.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Universarium
Foundation.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Ministry of
Universal Wisdom.

{Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by White Star.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Understanding,
Inc.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Aetherius Soci-
ety.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offer °
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Solar Light
Center.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Unarius—Sci-
ence of Life.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Cosmic Star
Temple.
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(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Cosmic Circle
of Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Last Day Mes-
sengers.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Spiritualist
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by New-Age
People.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Arising Sun
IFO’s.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Order of the
Red.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Ancient
Amethystine Order.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Yoruba Reli-
gion.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Religious Order
of Witcheraft.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Afro-American
Vodoun.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by New England
Coven of Welsh Traditional Witches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Hollywood
Coven.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Cymry Wicca.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of the
Wyccan Rede.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Delphic Coven.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by New York
Coven of Welsh Traditionalist Witches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Dianic Wicea.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Witches Inter-
national Craft Associates.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American
Order of the Brotherhood of Witches.

{Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by First Wiccan
Church of Minnesota.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
to school facilities by Alantion Wicca.

(Atnendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
to school facilities by Order of

to read as

access
Osirus.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Gardnerian
Witcheraft.

{Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Algard Wicca.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of
Wicca of Bakersfield.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Georgian
Wicea.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.}

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by New Reformed
Orthodox Order of the Golden Dawn.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Open Goddess.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Circle.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of
Wicea.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Holy Oraer of
Briget.

{Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Congregation
of Set.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Our Lady of
Endor Coven.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Ophite Satanas.

(Amendment to Mr, Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Brotherhood of
the Ram.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Satanic Church
of America.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of Sa-
tanic Brotherhood.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Ordo Templi
Satanas.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Order of the
Black Ram.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Thee Satanic
Orthodox Church of Nethilum Rite.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Thee Satanic
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the ariendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Children
of God.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by New Convenant
Apostolic Order.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by World Chris-
tain Liberation Front.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by International
Christian Ministries.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows: -

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christian Foun-
dation.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Way Bibli-
cal Research Center,

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Voice of Elijah,
Ine.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Avalon.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Harvest House
Ministries.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Self Realization
Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by are Krishna.

(Amendment to Mr. Borker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by People's
Temple Christian Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of
Scientology.

(Amendment to MTr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:.

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Institute of
Ability.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Unification
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Foundation
Faith of the Millennium Institute for
Cosmic Wisdom.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Seax-Wicca.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Mental Science
Institute.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by ESP Laborato-
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ry.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)
—Add to the end of the amendment offered

by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Astral Coven.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment,)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of Aph-
rodite.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Ordo Templi
Astarte.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Fereferia.
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(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Fellowship of
Hesperides.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Dancers of the
Sacred Circle.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of All
Worlds.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Pagan Way.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Uranus Temple.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Neo-Dianic
Faith,

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Nemeton.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Reformed
Druids of North America,

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Delphic Fellow-
ship.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of Eter-
nal Source.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Pristine Egyp-
tian Orthodox Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Congregation
of Aten.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Lady Sara's
Coven.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Viking Brother-
hood.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Teutonic
Temple.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Runic Society.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Sabaean Reli-
gious Order of Am'n.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Psychedelic
Venus Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Shiva Fel-
lowship.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Discordian So-
ciety.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Temple of Set.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Fraternity of
the Goat.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Leroy Jenkins
Evangelistic Association.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Miracle Revival
Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by First Revival
Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by First Deliver-
ance Church of Atlanta.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Eathryn Kuhl-
man Foundation.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Mita Move-
ment.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Hall Deliver-
ance Foundation.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Hall Deliver-
ance Foundation.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic
Church of Jesus.
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(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by International
Ministerial Association, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Moncado Foun-
dation of America.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bible Methodist
Connection of Churches.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Churches of
God (Independent Holiness People).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Moncado Foun-
dation of America. Church of the Nazarene.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Holiness Chris-
tian Church of the United States of Amer-
jca.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Metropolitan
Church Association.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christian and
Missionary Alliance.

{Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christian
Nation Church, U.S.A.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Missionary
Christian and Soul Winning Fellowship.

{Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Missionary
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bible Fellow-
ship Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Peniel Missions.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of
Christ (Holiness) U.S.A.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Associated
Churches of Christ (Holiness).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
(Sanctified Church).

(Amendment teo Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Original
Church of God.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Churches of
God, Holiness.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Mr. Calvary
Holy Church of America,

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Rationalist As-
sociation.

(Amendment to Mr,
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church of
Universal Triumph/The Dominion of God.
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(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Triumph the
Church and Kingdom of God in Christ.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Kodesh Church
of Immanuel.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Lumber River
Annual Conference of the Holiness Method-
ist Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Oriental
Missionary Society Holiness Conference.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Churches of
Christ in Christian Union.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church of
the Gospel.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Pillar of Fire.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Gospel Mission
Corps.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Wesleyan Tab-
ernacle Association.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Grace and
Hope Mission.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Holiness Gospel
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Kentucky
Mountain Holiness Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.) i
—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christian Pil-
grim Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Sanctified
Church of Christ.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Holiness
Church of God, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr,
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Evangelical
Church of North America.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Megiddo Mis-
sion.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Calvary Holi-
ness Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bible Mission-
ary Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of the
Bible Covenant.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Evangelical
Wesleyan Church.
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(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Voice of the
Nazarene Association of Churches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows: h

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Pllgrim Holi-
ness Church of New York.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Pilgrim Holi-
ness Church of the Midwest.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bible Methodist
Connection of Tennessee.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bible Holiness
Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The American
Catholic Church Archdiocese.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American Holy
Orthodox Catholic Eastern Church.

(Amendment to Mr., Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Orthodox
Catholic Church of America (Hyde).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The American
Orthodox Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Holy Orthodox
Church in America (Eastern Catholic and
Apostolic).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American Or-
thodox Catholic Church, Archdiocese of
N.Y.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American
‘World Patriarchs, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Eastern Ortho-
dox Catholic Church in Ameriea.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.) ;
—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Universal
Shrine of Divine Guidance.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American East-
ern Orthodox Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Nestor-
ians/The Church of the East,

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Armenian
Church of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Armenian
Apostolic Church of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Syrian Ja-
cobite Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Syrian Or-
thodox Church of Malabar.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Coptie Or-
thodox Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Ethiopian
Orthodox Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Ethiopian Or-
thodox Coptic Church South America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Lutheran
Church in America,

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American Lu-
theran Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment,)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Association of
Free Lutheran Congregations.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Lutheran
Church—Missouri Synod.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Concordia Lu-
theran Conference.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Lutheran
Churches of the Reformation.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Federation
for Authentic Lutheranism.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Association of
Evangelical Lutheran Churches.
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(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Synod of Evan-
gelical Lutheran Churches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Wisconsin
Evangelical Lutheran Synod.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Protestant Con-
ference.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of the
Lutheran Confession.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Evangelical Lu-
theran Synod.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Evangelical Lu-
theran Church in America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of the
Lutheran Brethren of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Apostolic
Lutheran Church (Old Laestadians).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Apostolic
Lutherans (Church of the First Born).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic Lu-
therans (New Awakening).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Apostolic
Lutherans (Evangelicals No. 1).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic Lu-
therans (Evangelicals No. 2).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic Lu-
therans (The Heidemans).

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Reformed
Church in America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christian Re-
formed Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Protestant Re-
formed Churches of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Orthodox Re-
formed Church (Unaffiliated).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Free and Old
Christian Reformed Church of Canada and
America.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Netherlands
Reformed Congregations. g

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Reformed
Church in the United States.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Hungarian Re-
formed Church in America.
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(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant & right of
access to school facilities by Church of the
Golden Rule.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Presby-
:.erian Church in the United States of Amer-
ca.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker & new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Orthodox Pres-
byterian Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bible Presbyte-
rian Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment,)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Westminster
Biblical Fellowship.

(Amendment to
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Wesleyan
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Faith Mission
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Reformed Pres-
byterian Church, Evangelical Synod.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Associate Re-
formed Presbyterian Church (General
Synod).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Reformed Pres-
byterian Church of North America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Cumberland
Presbyterian Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Upper Cumber-
land Presbyterian Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Second Cum-
berland Presbyterian Church in the United
States and Africa.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Presbyterian
Church in the United States.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Presbyterian
Church in America.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Ukrainian
Evangelical Alliance of North America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Moravian
Church in America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Unity of the
Brethren.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Evangelical
Convenant Church of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Evangelical
Free Church of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Method-
ist Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Congregational
Methodist Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by First Congrega-
tional Methodist Church of the U.S.A.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by New Congrega-
tional Methodist Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bible Protes-
tant Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Methodist
Protestant Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Pundamen-
tal Methodist Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic Meth-
odist Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Southern
Methodist Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by People’s Meth-
odist Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of Dan-
iel’s Band.

(Amendment to Mr, Bonker's amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by John Wesley
Fellowship and the Francis Asbury Soclety
of Ministers.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Asbury Bible
Churches.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Association of
Independent Methodists.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Filipino Com-
munity Churches,

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Church
of Christ.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Midwest Con-
gregational Christian Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Conservative
Congregational Christian Conference.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by National Asso-
ciation of Congregational Christian Church-
es.
(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Unitarian Uni-
versalist Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Christian
Universalist Church of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Goddian Orga-
nization.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American Ethi-
cal Union.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Confraternity
of Deists, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church of
the Humanitarian God.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American Hu-
manist Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American Asso-
ciation for the Advancement of Atheism.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Free
Thinkers of America.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Secular-
ists of America.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American Athe-
ists, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Americans
First, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Evangelical
Methodist Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Evangeli-
cal Methodist Church of America.

(Amendment to Mr., Bonker’'s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The African
Methodist Episcopal Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Reformed
Methodist Union Episcopal Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Reformed Zion
Union Apostolic Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The African
Methodist Episcopal Zion Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Free Christian
Zion Church of Christ.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The African
Union First Colored Methodist Protestant
Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christian
Methodist Episcopal Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Union Ameri-
can Methodist Episcopal Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Chris-
tian Church.
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(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Breth-
ren in Christ (Old Constitution).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Evangelical
Congregation Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shail grant a right of
access to school facilities by Primitive Meth-
odist Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Wesley-
an Methodist Church of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Churches of
God in North America (General Eldership).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
(Anderson, Indiana).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Association
of Fundamental Ministers and Churches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
(Guthrie, Oklahoma).

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The New Testa-
ment Church of God, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Undenom-
inational Church of the Lord.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Missionary
Methodist Church of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Emmanuel As-
sociation.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Free Methodist
Church of North America.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Standard
Church of America.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Salvation
Army.
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(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)
—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section
follows: .
Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American

to read as

Rescue Workers.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Volunteers of
America.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bible Holiness
Movement.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christ’s Sancti-
fied Holy Church (South Carolina).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker'’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christ's Sanc-
tioned Holy Church (Louisiana).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Baptized
Holiness Church (Wesleyan).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
(Holiness).

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The House of
David.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Epiphany Bible
Students Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Back to the
Bible Way.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Jehovah's Wit-
nesses.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christian Be-
lievers Conference.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Philanthropic
Assembly.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Laymen's Home
Missionary Movement,

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Laodicean
Home Missionary Movement.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christian
Israelites.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Remnant
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by House of
Prayer for All People.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Star of Truth
Foundation.

{Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by ‘Shiloh True
Light Church of Christ.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christian Bible
Students Association.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bible Students
Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Shiloh True
Light Church of Christ (Braswell).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The End Time
Body—Christian Ministries, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Allegheny Wes-
leyan Methodist Connection.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by God’'s Mission-
ary Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Lower Lights
Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by National Asso-
ciation of Holiness Churches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Holiness
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Wesleyan Holi-
ness Association of Churches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christian King-
dom Centers.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Catholic
Apostolic Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
(Cleveland, Tennessee).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by (Original)
Church of God, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church of
God of Prophecy.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church of
God (World Headquarters).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church of
God (Jerusalem Acres).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church of
God of the Original Mountain Assembly.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by New Apostolic
Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Full Gospel
Fellowship of Churches and Ministers Inter-
national.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by International
Deliverance Churches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Miracle Life
Revival, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Leroy Jenkins
Evangelistic Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered

by Mr., Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Miracle Revival
Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by First Deliver-
ance Church of Atlanta.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Kathryn Euhl-
man Foundation.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Mita Move-
ment.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Hall Deliver-
ance Foundation.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
(Apostolie).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic
Church of Jesus.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by International
Ministerial Association, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic Faith
(Hawaii).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Associated
Brotherhood of Christians.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Assemblies of
the Lord Jesus Christ, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’'s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Pentecostal As-
semblies of the World.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic
Church of Jesus Christ.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Jesus Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic Over-
coming Holy Church of God.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of Our
Lord Jesus Christ of the Apostolic Faith.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of the
Lord Jesus Christ of the Apostolic Faith.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bible Way
Church of Our Lord Jesus Christ World
Wide, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by New Bethel
Church of God in Christ (Pentecostal).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Pente-
costal Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Apostolic
Gospel Church of Jesus Christ.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by God's House of
Prayer for All Nations, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Scripture Re-
search Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Workers To-
gether with Elohim.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
(Jerusalem).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Assemblies of
Yahweh (Michigan).

(Amendment to
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Assemblies of
Yahweh.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Assembly of
Yahvah (Oregon).

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.) :

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Missionary Dis-
pensary Bible Research.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Assemblies of
Yah.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Fire Baptized
Holiness Church of God of the Americas.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-

Mr. Bonker's amend-

Bonker's amend-

Bonker's amend-

ment.)
—Add to the end of the amendment offered

by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
m to school facilities by House of the

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Ways of the
Cross Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of the
Living God (CWFF).

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The House of
God Which Is the Church of the Living
God, the Pillar and Ground of Truth,

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothins in this act shall grant a right of

to school facilities by TUniversal
Christim Spiritual Faith and Churches for
All Nations.

Bonker's amend-
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(Amendment to Mr, Bonker's
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Mt. Sinai Holy
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United House
of Prayer for All People.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United House
of Prayer for All People.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by True Grace Me-
morial House of Prayer.

(Amendment to Mr,
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Latter House of
tlﬁe Lord for All People and the Church of
t e LN .’

(Amendment to Mr,
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Mountain, Ap-
ostolic Faith.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Holy
Church of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Alpha and
Omega Pentecostal Church of God of Amer-
ica, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by True Fellow-
ship Pentecostal Church of God of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by African Univer-
sal Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Light
House Gospel Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church of
the Little Children.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Association
of Seventh-Day Pentecostal Assemblies,

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Romanian Ap-
ostolic Pentecostal Church of God of North
America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by World Renewal,
Incorporated.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Alpha and
Omega Christian Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by ————.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Evangelical
Bible Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Body of
Christ Movement.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Interna-
tional Christian Churches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Bonker's amend-

Bonker’s amend-
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Full Gospel De-
fenders Conference of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

--Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The American
Evangelistic Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
by Faith.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Grace Gospel
Evangelistic Association International, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Gospel Harvest-
ers Evangelistic Association (Atlanta).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Gospel Harvest-
ers Evangelistic Association (Buffalo).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Glad Tidings
Missionary Society.

(Amendment to
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Evangel-
ical Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by International
Evangelism Crusades.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The United
Christian Ministerial Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Universal
‘World Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christ Faith
Mission.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Universal
Church, the Mystical Body of Christ.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Full Gospel
Minister Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Mennonite
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Reformed Men-
nonite Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Old Order
(Wisler) Mennonite Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Old Order
(Wenger) Mennonites,

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Weaverland
Conference Old Order (Horning or Black
Bumper).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Mennonites.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Old Order (Rei-
denbach) Mennonites.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Bonker's amend-
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Stauffer Men-
nonite Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Weaver Men-
nonites.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church of
God in Christ, Mennonite.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Congregational
Bible Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Conservative
Mennonite Fellowship (Non-Conference).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Old Order
Amish Mennonite Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Conference of
the Evangelical Mennonite Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Conservative
Mennonite Conference.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Beachy Amish
Mennonite Churches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Evangelical
Mennonite Church (Kleine Gemeinde).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Evangelical
Mennonite Brethren Conference.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by General Con-
ference Mennonite Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Mennonite
Brethren Church of North America (Brue-
dergemeinde).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of the
Brethren.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Brethren
Church (Ashland, Ohio).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by National Fel-
lowship of Brethren Churches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Old German
Baptist Brethren.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Association of
Fundamental Gospel Churches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Fundamental
Brethren Church.

(Amendment to Mr., Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Emmanuel’s
Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Brethren in
Christ.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's ame::d-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Old Order (or
Yorker) River Brethren.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Zion
Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Schwenck-
felder Church in America.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Friends United
Meeting.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Religious Socie-
ty of Priends (Conservative).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Rocky Moun-
tain Yearly Meeting.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Religious Socie-
ty of Friends (Kansas).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Religious Socie-
ty of Friends (General Conference).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Central Yearly
Meeting of Friends.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Evangelical
Friends Church, Eastern Division.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Southeastern
Yearly Meeting.
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(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Southern Appa-
lachian Association of Friends.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Missouri Valley
Friends Conference.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Lake Erie Asso-
cilation/Yearly Meeting.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Northwest
Yearly Meeting of Friends Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Pacific Yearly
Meeting of Priends.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Bonker's amend-

amend-

Bonker’s amend-

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Social Breth-
ren.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered

Bonker’s amend-

by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American Bap-
tist Churches in the U.S.A.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Southern Bap-
tist Convention.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Association
of Evangelicals for Italian Missions.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The New Eng-
land Evangelical Baptist Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
mls to school facilities by Regular Bap-
tists.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Kyova As-
sociation of Regular Baptists.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Separate Bap-
tists in Christ.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Regular Bap-
tists (Predestinarian).

(Amendment to Mr,
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by American Bap-
tists Association.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Baptist Mis-
sionary Association of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by World Baptist
Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Baptist Bible
Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’'s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Sovereign
Grace Movement.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by the Mayo Asso-
ciation.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christian Unity
Baptist Association.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

Bonker’s amend-
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Duck River
(and Kindred) Association of Baptists.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by General Asso-
ciation of Regular Baptist Churches.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Conservative
Baptist Association.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Fundamental
Baptist Fellowship.

(Amendment to
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Minnesota Bap-
tist Convention.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by New Testament
Association of Independent Baptist Church-
es.
(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by the South
Carolina Baptist Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Southwide Bap-
tist Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amendment)
—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The North
American Baptist General Conference.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Independent
Baptist Church of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Bonker's amend-
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Bonker's amend-
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Russian/
Ukrainian Evangelical Baptist Union of the
U.S.A., Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Ukranian
Evangelical Baptist Convention.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Primitive Bap-
tists—Regulars.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Primitive Bap-
tists—Absolute Predestinarians.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Primitive Bap-
tists—Progressive.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Black Primitive
Baptists.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The National
Primitive Baptist Convention of the U.S.A.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Central
District Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Independent
Primitive Baptist Associations.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Round
Lick Primitive Baptist Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Hiwassee
Association.
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(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Buffalo
River Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Sandlick/
Spencer Associations.

(Amendment to Mr., Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Regular
Baptist Association.

(Amendment to Mr, Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Old Elk-
horn Association.

(Amendment to Mr, Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Two-Seed-in-
the Spirit Predestinarian Baptists.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church of
God, the Eternal.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by True Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Foundation for
Biblical Research.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
International.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by SDA Reform
Movement.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

amend-
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by United Sev-
enth-Day Brethren.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
(Sabbatarian).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’'s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Apostolic
Church of God.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by A Candle.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God,
Body of Christ.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Branch
SDA’'s.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Associated
Churches of God.

({Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Seventh Day
Church of God.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Worldwide
Church of God.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Concordant
Publishing Concern.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Seventh-Day
Adventist Church.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

Bonker's amend-
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Twentieth Cen-
tury Church of God.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
(Seventh-Day, Salem, West Virginia).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by General Con-
ference of the Church of God.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by General Coun-
cil of the Churches of God.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Grace Gospel
Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Bonker's amend-
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Berean Bible
Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered

Bonker's amend-

by Mr. Bonker a new section
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by People's Chris-
tian Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Berean Bible
Fellowship (Chicago).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Seventh-Day
Christian Conference.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Timely Messen-
ger Fellowship.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

to read as

Bonker's amend-
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Unification
Association of Christian Sabbath Keepers.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Prophetic
Herald Ministry.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Christian Re-
search, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Calvary Fellow-
ships, Inc.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Anglo-Saxon
Federation of America.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Advent Chris-
tian Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Primitive
Advent Christian Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
(Abrahamic Faith).

(Amendment to Mr., Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bible Churches
(Classics Expositor).

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Truth for
Today.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Two-by-
Two's.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)
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—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by This Testimo-
ny.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The (Local)
Church.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church
‘Which Is Christ’s Body.

(Amendment to Mr.
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Bethel Ministe-
rial Association.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr, Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
in Christ.

(Amendment
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Church of God
in Christ, Congregational.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Free Church of
God in Christ.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Sought Out
Church of God in Christ.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by The Church of
God in Christ, International.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Last Day Mes-
senger Assemblies.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker's amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Bonker's amend-
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Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by Pastoral Bible
Institute.

(Amendment to Mr. Bonker’s amend-
ment.)

—Add to the end of the amendment offered
by Mr. Bonker a new section to read as
follows:

Nothing in this act shall grant a right of
access to school facilities by New Creation
Bible Students.

H.R. 5345

By Mr. SCHUMER:

(Amendment to the amendment in the
nature of a substitute offered by Mr.
Bonker.)

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

—Add the following new section: “Non-
school persons may not attend meetings of
student religious groups and may not direct-
ly or in sponsor, conduct, control or
direct activities of student religious groups.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to limit the
authority of the school, its agents or em-
ployees to deny access to those groups
which, in its judgment, sponsor activities
which are potentially dangerous to the secu-
rity of the schools.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to limit the
authority of the school, its agents or em-
ployees to deny access to those groups
which, in its judgment, sponsor activities
which are tied to the recruitment of new
members.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to limit the
authority of the school, its agents or em-
ployees to deny access to those groups
which, in its judgment, sponsor activities
which interfere with the orderly administra-
tion of the schools.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to limit the
authority of the school, its agents or em-
ployees to deny access to those groups
which, in its judgment, sponsor activities
which are damaging to the health and wel-
fare of its students.”

Amendment by Mr., Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Noihing
in this Act shall be construed to abridge the
rights of any person under the First or
Fourteenth Amendments of the Constitu-
tion of the United States.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Agasha Temple
of Wisdom.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
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access to a school facility by Pyramid
Church of Truth and Light."

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Spiritual
Prayer Home, Inc.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by National Spirit-
ual Aid Association, Inc.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Church of Rev-
elation.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Metropolitan
Spiritual Churches of Christ, Inc.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Superet Light
Center.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by National Spirit-
ual Alliance of the U.S.A.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R, 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Church of the
Four Leaf Clover.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Progressive
Spiritual Church.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Church of
the Gnosis (Pre-Nicene Christianity).”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Aryo-Chris-
tian Church of St. George of Cappadocia.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall Ue construed to grant
access to a school facility by the I AM.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Bridge to
Freedom.”
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Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr, Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Summit
Lighthouse.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr, Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Sacred So-
ciety of the Eth, Inc.”

Amendment by Mr, Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr, Bonker to H.R. 5345:

—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
gce&s to a school facility by the Sologa,

o

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Sanctuary
of the Master’s Presence.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R, 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Church of
Essential Science.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Foundation
for Science of Spiritual Law."”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Universal
Christ Church Inc.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

—Add the following new section: "“"Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Lotus

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by The Holy Grail
Foundation.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Universal
Church of Psychic Science.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Churches
of Spiritual Revelation Association.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Christian
Spirit Center.”
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Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Society of
Christ, Ine.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Aquarian Fel-
lowship Church.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Univeral Har-
mony Foundation.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Universal Reli-
gion of America.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by National Feder-
ation of Spiritual Science Churches.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by National Spirit-
ual Science Center.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Spiritual Sci-
ence Mother Church.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Temple of Uni-
versal Law.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by United Spiritu-
alist Church.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Universal Spir-
itualist Association.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by National Col-
ored Spiritualist Association of Churches.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345;
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Independent
Spiritualist Association.”
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Amendment by Mr., Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Spiritualist
Episcopal Church.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Universal
Church of the Masters.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by International
Spiritualist Alliance.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by General Assem-
bly of Spiritualists.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by International
General Assembly of Spiritualists.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Independent
Associated Spiritualists.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the T.O.M. Re-
ligious Foundation."

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Church of
Ageless Wisdom."”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Hallowed
Grounds Fellowship of Spiritual Healing
and Prayer.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the St. Paul's
Church of Aquarian Science.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Church of
Cosmic Science.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Church of
Metaphysical Christianity.”
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Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Eclesia Ca-
tolica Cristiana.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Church of
Tezaddl.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the University
of Life Church”.

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

—Add the following new section: “Nothing

in this Act shall be construed to grant

access to a school facility by the Roosevelt

3pirit.usl Memorial Benevolent Associa-
on‘l!

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Order of St.
Germain/Ecclesia Catholica Liberalis’.

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Church of
Antioch”.

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by School of Light
and Realization (Solar).”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Aquarian Edu-
cational Group.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Liberal Catho-
lic Church: Province of the United States of
America.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Liberal Catho-
lic Church (Miranda, California).”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Interna-
tional Liberal Catholic Church.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

—Add the following new section: ‘“Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
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access to a school facility by the Christ Min-
istry Foundation.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Kingdom
Yahweh.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Institute of
Metaphysics.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Coptic Fel-
lowship of America.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R, 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Chirothe-
sian Church of Faith.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Sabian As-
sembly.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:;

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Holy
Order.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Stelle
Group.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
ijgaw;ss to a school facility by the Church of

t'"

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Lumerian
Fellowship.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Soulcraft, Inc.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Philosophi-
cal Research Society.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
&‘uosss to a school facility by the Mayan

er.”
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Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Brother-
hood of the White Temple."

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Societas
Rosicruciana in America."”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Fratermi-
tas Rosae Crueis.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R, 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Open
Way.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Agni-Yoga
Society.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Lighted
Way.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Philo-Poly-
technical Center.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Bodha So-
ciety of America, Inc.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Oasis Fel-
lowship."”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Ann Ree
Colton Foundation of Niscience.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the White

Lodge.

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Christward
Ministry.”
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Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Church of
Cosmic Origin and School of Thought.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Amica
Temple of Radiance.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Association
for Research and Enlightenment."”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Ontological
Society.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Hunan Re-
ligion."”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Church of
Basic Truth.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Huna Re-
search Associates.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Quimby
Center.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by National Spir-
itualist Association of Churches.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by The Lord's New
Church Which Is Nova Hierosolyma."

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by General
Church of the New Jerusalem.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R, 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Margaret Laird
Foundation.”
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Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Infinite Way.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by General Con-
vention of the New Jerusalem in the United
States of America.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: '"Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Mountain
Brook Studies.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by International
Metaphysical Association.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Church of
Christ, Scientists.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Independent
Christian Scientists.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by School of
Truth.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Inner Powers
Society.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Church of
Inner Wisdom."

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Antioch Asso-
ciation of Metaphysical Science.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Pirst Church of
Divine Immanence."”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by Church of the
Science of Religion.”
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Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Institute of
Cosmic Wisdom.”

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Arcana
Workshops.”

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Meditation
Group of the New Age.”

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the School of
Esoteric Studies.”

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Arcane
School.”

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Interna-
tional Group of Theosophists.”

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the United
Lodge of Theosophists.”

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Theosophi-
cal Society of America.”

Add the following new section: ‘“Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Theosophi-
cal Society (Hartley).”

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Theosophi-
cal Society (Long)”.

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Fellowship
of the Inner Light.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Cosmer-

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Association
for the Understanding of Man."

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Circle of
Inner Truth.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Radiant
School of Seekers and Servers.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Interna-
tional Organization of Awareness.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
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Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Organiza-
tion of Awareness.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R, 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Anthropo-
logical Research Foundation.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R, 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Servants of
Awareness, Inc.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R, 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Cosmic
Awareness Communications.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Universal
Brotherhood of Faithists.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Divine
Word Foundation, Inc.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Foundation
Church of the New Birth.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Fellowship
of Universal Guidance.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Robin’s
Return.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Lorain As-
sociation.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the New Age
Teachings.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Spiritual
Research Society.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:




20734

—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Father’'s
House."”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Sisters of
the Amber."”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of- .

fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Morse Fel-
lowship."

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Word
Foundation.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Urantia
Foundation.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Light of
the Universe.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the American
Grail Foundation.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:

—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

access to a school facility by the Martinus
Institute of Spiritual Science.”

Amendment by Mr. Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the Inner
Circle Kethra E'Da Foundation, Inc.”

Amendment by Mr, Schumer to the

amendment in the nature of a substitute of-
fered by Mr. Bonker to H.R. 5345:
—Add the following new section: “Nothing
in this Act shall be construed to grant
access to a school facility by the School of
Natural Science.”

H.R. 5602

By Mr. GREEN:
—Page 14, insert after line 22 the following:

(d) Section 788 is amended by redesignat-
ing subsection (f) as subsection (g) and by
inserting after subsection (e) the following:

“(f) The Secretary may make grants to
schools of veterinary medicine for (1) the
development of curriculum for training in
the care of animals used in research, the
treatment of animals while being used in re-
search, and the development of alternatives
to the use of animals in research, and (2)
the provision of such training.”.

Page 14, line 14, strike out “and (e)” and
insert in lieu thereof ‘“(e), and (f)” and in
line 23 strike out ‘“(d)” and insert in lieu
thereof “(e)".

H.R. 5973
By Mr. WOLPE:
—Page 52, after line 2, insert the following
new item:
SYNTHETIC FUELS CORPORATION

(Recission)

Of the funds appropriated in the Energy
Security Reserve for the use of the United
States Synthetic Fuels Corporation,
$10,250,000,000 is rescinded.

By Mr. CONTE:
—Page 47, after line 2, insert the following:

July 24, 1984

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
ENERGY SECURITY RESERVE
(Rescission)

Of the funds appropriated to the Energy
Security Reserve by the Department of the
Interior and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 1980 (Public Law 96-126),
$9,000,000,000 are rescinded.

H.R. 5973
By Mr. FRENZEL:
—After line 2, page 72 add the following
new section:

“Sec. . Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, all funds appropriated by
this Act, except those funds appropriated
under:

(1) Title I, Department of Interior,
Bureau of Land Management, for Range
Improvement,;

(2) Title I, Department of Interior,
Bureau of Land Management, for Miscella-
neous Trust Funds;

(3) Title I, Department of Interior,
Bureau of Indian Affairs, for Tribal Trust
Funds,;

(4) Title II, Department of Agriculture,
Forest Service, for that portion of Construc-
tion made available for obligation for the
construction of forest roads by timber pur-
chasers;

(5) Title II, Department of Energy, for the
SPR Petroleum Account; are hereby re-
duced by 3.3 percent.".

H.R. 5973

By Mr. GILMAN:
—Page T2, after line 2, add the following
section:

Sec. 314. None of the funds provided by
this Act to any department or agency may
be obligated or expended to purchase land
or interests in land for purposes of the seg-
ment of the Upper Delaware River designat-
ed under section 3(a)(19) of the Wild and
Scenic Rivers Act.

By Mr, WEAVER.:

—Page 42, line 11: Strike out “$234,048,000",

and insert in lieu thereof “$222, 548,000".
Page 40, line 23: Strike out “$120,710,000",

and insert in lieu thereof “$132,210,000".
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